UFO CRASH RETRIEVALS 


STATUS REPORT III 
AMASSING THE EVIDENCE 


By Leonard H. Stringfield 


PROLOGUE: THE BIGGEST STORY EVER, NEVER TOLD 


Ever since World War II when the first UFOs, dubbed “foo fighters”, became officially recognized, the 
mystery of their origin and intent, has haunted the minds of man. Most ponder the puzzlement skeptically 
amused; others want to believe and straddle a philosophic fence guessing for answers. As we head into the 
decade of the 1980's, serious research has not found the answer either, or the proof to qualify an answer, 
and, officially, the mystery remains ostensibly irresolvable. To those wary and who have taken the time to 
probe, the official position is as mysterious as the UFO itself. 

In the decade of the 1970's it was the big flap of '73 that got national attention. Then, even the media got 
emoted over the number of close encounters. But official Washington was ostensibly unmoved. The press 
cooled off, so did the public; both turned from curiosity to apathy. Research, learning from the experience, 
became better organized, but remained on square one, still debating the classical encounters, EM effects, 
MIBs and still chasing down reports of lights in the sky. 

Then in the late 70’s the stimulus of abductions, in ever increasing number, stirred up new controver- 
sies. Questioned was the efficacy of regressive hypnosis as a means to determine hidden events during the in- 
evitable time lapse. 

Seeking a meaning to all the seeming fantasies, research foundered with the popular extraterrestrial 

hypothesis and got nowhere in search for proof. Then it went off the deep end to seek more exotic explana- 
tions where it still founders. In its frustration, even the old U.S. secret weapon answer has been resurrected. 
Officially, Washington said nothing; ostensibly it wasn’t interested. The factor of time had not provided the 
answer, 
Whatever the 1980's bring, UFO landings en masse or gradual withdrawal, the past is a matter of record 
and the record, as most in research will agree, is hidden under an official lid of lead. For some cogent, or 
conspiratorial reason, the real, raw facts, however they may stack up to form the answer, have not been 
bared. And, as researchers know, they cannot be secured through the Freedom of Information Act. 

I believe I know some of the real, raw facts about the hidden evidence. Each may be a piece to the puz- 
zle. Yes, the facts, or alleged facts, are incredible. By human standards, maybe even ridiculous. For certain 
they are rooted in a legend that nags research even today and looms as myth to the rest of the world. And, 
so, it all began as a rumor, a terse, unembellished rumor about a saucer and its crew of little men on ice at 
Wright-Patterson! But the notion was so improbable, it became funny. To make it funnier, some said the lit- 
tle critters were even green. Even research thought it was far out, so much so that it was simply un- 
fashionable for anyone respectable in its ranks to even soberly talk about the possibility, alone go on record 
to write about it. Everyone, who had done their research spadework, remembered Frank Scully, who in the 
early 1950's wrote a book about a saucer crash in 1948 in Aztec, New Mexico. The book, using some 
allegedly shady characters, was declared a hoax and Scully was axed into disgrace. 

But, the Aztec story did not die, and over the long years, new rumors about other crashes emerged. Ac- 
cording to witnesses untraceable, UFOs have crashlanded, or, as one source avers, have even been “shot 
down” by Air Force interceptors and retrieved under the highest degree of secrecy. 

I decided to dig into the rumors. In my book, Situation Red, The UFO Siege (Doubleday, 1977), I made 
light mention of the UFO crash/retrieval subject and to my surprise, my first live source surfaced to tell his 
story. A pilot in the military reserves, he seemed sincere, had no axe to grind or money to gain and he 
preferred anonymity. 

My new first person report, and others, mostly secondhand, were included in my first paper, Retrievals 
of the Third Kind which I presented as speaker at the Ninth Annual MUFON Symposium in Dayton, Ohio, 
July, 1978. Surprisingly, my proposed paper got unusual publicity. A story released through UP wires was 
picked up by ABC radio nationwide and into Canada. Just as surprisingly, after my talk: dead silence. When 
I checked with ABC in New York, }-was told they were more interested in Pete Rose of the Cincinnati Reds, 
who was trying to break a hitting record. Fortunately, however, what had been aired earlier was sufficient 
to open the proverbial flood gates. Emerging were more incredible data from new, independent and credible 
first person sources, each offering a substantive clue about a military retrieval operation, or information 
about his observation of the craft or preserved alien cadavers. All, fearful of reprisal and/or wanting no in- 
vasion of privacy, insisted on anonymity. 

Foremost of my informants, during this climactic period, was a medical doctor, on staff of a major 
medical center who alleged by letter to me (unsigned by prearrangement), that he performed an autopsy on 
an alien being in the early 1950's; another, through an intermediary, was a C.1.A. employee who guardedly 
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provided some useful data in response to my questions, and, advisedly, some dos and don’ts for me to use as 
a guide. 

Convinced that my pursuit into the UFO Crash/Retrieval subject was substantive, and despite the 
realization that I invited criticism for hearsay by not revealing the identities of my sources, I released for 
publication, my second paper through MUFON, The UFO Crash/Retrieval Syndrome, Status Report II, 
January, 1980. 

My persistent probes into this strange and sensitive realm since 1980 have produced some surprisingly 
sobering information, and expectedly, some unpleasantries and frustration. 

The latter, caused mainly by a series of rapid setbacks in the flow of information first became apparent 
at some point in time during the late summer of 1980 when some of my key first person informants, who had 
allegedly seen either the alien craft or the cadavers, became mysteriously unreachable by any means of com- 
munication. 

By the end of October of that year, after repeated and futile probes to reach these sources, | felt con- 
vinced that my pipelines had been deliberately cut. Also in this time frame, coincidentally, my two key 
respondents, one medical, and the other the C.I.A. employee, admitted, they could no longer relate infor- 
mation to me. Implied was a tightening of security. Both would know, as both were still active in secret UFO 
projects. Even some new sources, through intermediaries, who had promised information in person or by 
mail, faded into sudden oblivion. 

As the erosive draught of information on this subject continued through 1981, the negative noise of 
critics and rumor-mongers grew louder as they belittled my work, or attacked my credibility. Feeling 
neutralized, I decided to withdraw into silence and to watch and wait. Perhaps, | reasoned, there might be 
just one interloper to break through the web, or, maybe there would be a signal, for good or bad. Nothing. 

Unlike the two previous productive years when I gathered information and published two monographs, 
with only minor interference, most of my efforts in 1981 resulted in disappointment. Aborted was my plan 
to publish my third paper slated for that year. 

Suddenly, starting in September, 1981, the long silence was broken. As though somebody pressed a 
button to “On”, new sources emerged — eight in fact — all in short order of each other. 

Encouraged by the sudden influx of new contacts, I negotiated with each for the next move. As before, | 
promised anonymity, and then I waited. Three promptly became good first person reports; the others, 
however, faltered, and in time, like Cheshire cats, one by one faded away. Soon realizing that the upsurge 
was not the beginning of a boom, I reclined again to re-evaluate my position and the amassing material on 
hand and decided to start writing Status Report III — without delay. 

During this period of resurgence, fortuitously, news came from an unexpected source — a new letter 
surfaced from Barry Goldwater, Senator, Arizona. Underscoring his apparent distaste for UFO secrecy, it 
came in response to a letter sent by researcher Lee Graham, of Aeroject Electric Systems, Azusa, California, 
who had written to him before without answers. As reminders this time, Graham had enclosed copies of 
three previously published letters, appearing in Status Report II, all of which told of an Air Force denial to 
grant him access to a “room” at Wright-Patterson, storing UFO secrets. Significantly, in this letter, dated 
October 19, 1981, quoted below, Goldwater went a step further, making reference to the secret storage 
facility as the “blue room”: 


First, let me tell you that I have long since given up acquiring access to the so-called blue room at Wright-Patterson, as | 
have had one long string of denials from chief after chief, so I have given up. 

In answer to your questions, one is essentially correct. | don’t know of anyone who has access to the blue room, nor am I 
aware of its contents and I am not aware of anything having been relocated. I can’t answer your question six, in fact, I 
can’t find anyone who would answer it. 


To tell you the truth, Mr. Graham, this thing has gotten so highly classified, even though I will admit there is a lot of it 
that has been released, it is just impossible to get anything on it. 


1 am returning your papers because I know they are of value to you. 


Goldwater's reference to a “blue room” at Wright-Patterson suggests a more in-depth operation con- 
cealed behind the small front office of Project Bluebook. Curiously, the color blue brings to mind the “blue 
berets” (See Case A-3, Status Report II) and “blue boys”, described in Case A-9 of this paper. 
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THE WITNESS MODEL 


The first person witness, in crash/retrieval research, may suddenly surface from out of anywhere, 
U.S.A. Such a person, if his credentials are good, plays a crucial role, for what he or she tells may provide a 
clue, or a corroborative link, to lend credibility to the greatest story ever, never told. 

First person witnesses are rare, and even rarer are those allowing use of their identities. It seems there 
are risks in talking too much. They stress it; I sense it. When they talk for the first time I note every word 
carefully. There may be no second chance. 

Also noted is the witness's concern for matters of personal security. Usually, in the same breath, 
assurances are requested for anonymity and measures to prevent the invasion of privacy. Simple requests, 
indeed, and I have honored them even at the expense of my own reportorial credibility. And, interestingly, 
in most instances, witnesses are not ufologists; curious, yes, but they do not want to be involved in the 
crossfire of the skeptical media or undisciplined researchers. 

Paramount to the objectives of research, and to me on its behalf, is to establish credibility for the 
witness. Is the witness sincere; is his report accurate? And, if perchance, one or two are not, what of the 
others? Or, we may ask, are all reports perpetrated by hoaxers, the mentally sick or by cells of manipulators 
peddling a package of disinformation? Investigation, even with adequate funds, cannot provide a ready 
answer, On this premise, I suppose, we could challenge the veracity of any or all UFO reports in reputable 
research files — some of which are far more outlandish than a UFO. 

Sometimes in research one can learn more about the sincerity of a person, who claims to know a secret, 
by what is unsaid. His or her true fidelity may reveal itself through body chemistry; a dart of an eye, the 
twist of a smile, a play of the hand or the repititive use of “you know” to emphasize a point. But, as it is my 
work, the person with sensitive information is not always personally available for an eyeball-to-eyeball 
evaluation. Most, for reasons of security, usually prefer the shield of an intermediary. Safe and pivotal, this 
go-between feels fewer pressures and knows that he does not have to identify his source and can stop the 
dialogue at any time if the conditions of his source are not met. In this instance, I have only secondhand 
“chemistry”, and, if the approach is made by phone, which is the way it usually is in research, then I have 
only a voice and its intonations. However, most intermediaries reaching me, essentially pass the on-sight or 
telephone tests, and most, in short time, if the conditions are right, will provide credentials for themselves 
and often their sources. 

While much can be debated about witness integrity, the model by which it is presented for public 
review can also be debated. In this matter, I have had all degrees of criticism from pockets of research. There 
is no argument against constructive criticism — I favor it — but, hurrah to the day when this subject can be 
fully aired, or when the Pied Piper can lead every witness to the point of signing an affidavit or appear on 
TV without a stocking stretched over his face. But, as one “Insider” told me: even those steps would NOT be 
proof. To help clarify my position, Dr. Peter Rank, Chief of the Department of Radiology, Methodist 
Hospital, Madision, Wisconsin, who had heard all the complaints, explains his views in a letter published in 
the MUFON UFO Journal, (March, 1982) as follows: 


I would like to comment on the reliability of information and method of presentation surrounding the paper, The UFO 
Crash/Retrieval Syndrome, made public by Leonard Stringfield, January, 1980. There has been some controversy about 
the reliability of Stringfield’s data with special reference to his reluctance to go public with the names of his witnesses and 
informants. His failure to identify the sources of information has been used to cause some doubt upon the reliability of his 
data. This seems to be unfair. Perhaps the following explanation will help. 


For a generation now ufologists have been unconsciously assuming that the Journalistic Model of reporting is the one 
which demands the most credence. Information published in the media demands that such stories reveal the who, what, 
where, when, and why of the incident reported. It is assumed that such complete disclosure lends authenticity to the story 
involved and indeed is a requirement for believability. Most ufologists have adhered to this principle whenever possible. 
Such full disclosure according to the Journalistic Model has been counter-productive. In many cases, foreknowledge that 
their names would be published in the popular media has driven away UFO witnesses and certainly has driven away any 
informants who cared to comment anonymously about the Crash/Retrieval Syndrome. 


It should now be clear to all dedicated ufologists more than a generation after Kenneth Arnold's sighting, that a different 
manner of reporting UFO information than the Journalistic Model is required. Perhaps another alternative should be 
adopted, specifically the Medical Model of reporting scientific information, and do so in accordance with case history 
technique. Medical literature frequently has need of describing objective and very personal information about patients. 
The literature is replete with such case histories. In all cases the patient's anonymity is respected and the patient identified 
only by initials. These case histories are never challenged on the grounds that the patient's full name is not disclosed, and 
the underlying integrity of reporting is assumed as a matter of fact. 
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Might it not be useful for us to adopt a similar approach? Both witnesses and informants would thereby be protected. 
Witnesses could then report all their data to serious researchers with the clear knowledge that they and their families 
would never be identified in any publication which might provoke the popular media to descend upon them like locusts 
at a feast. Informants, many of whom are discussing information that is highly classified, perhaps several levels above the 
well known “Top Secret” category, may then feel free to “go public” with their information without fear of retribution. 
This would encourage others to come out of the closet, and allow considerably more information to develop about the 
Crash/Retrieval Syndrome. 


There is obvious journalistic precedent for this practice. Journalists are, and always have been, very protective of their 
sources and have insisted in courts of law that their sources remain anonymous. Legal attempts to force journalists to 
reveal sources of their information have failed. This guaranteed anonymity has served as a mighty bulwark of a free jour- 
nalism. It could also serve as a mighty bulwark for a more liberated investigative Ufology. 


I do not think that the criticisms by Stanton Friedman and William Moore have merit. Their criticisms of Stringfield’s 
desire to protect the anonymity and safety of this sources stands outside the bounds of all resonableness for a variety of 
reasons. Let me be clear that I respect their work. Still, I have personally talked to a UFO witness, a CE-III subject, and 
several military types, and most seek to guard their privacy. It is quite clear that our first responsibility is to consider 
these people as “patients” who first of all need our assistance and support, and who second of all need our guarantee that 
their privacy and good faith will not be abused. 


THE FIRST PERSON REPORT: CLASSIFIED “A” 


This paper follows the reportorial pattern established in The UFO Crash/Retrieval Syndrome, Status 
Report II, published by MUFON, January 1980. As before, case history reports are divided into two parts. 
Reports from first person witnesses are classified as “A”, while “B” reports concern secondhand or in- 
termediary information, and other relative data submitted by researchers. 


CASE A-1: HJ retired, resides near Greensburg, Pennsylvania, with wife and family. Served in U.S. Army, 
saw duty as Sergeant in Korea with 24th Infantry where he was injured, Out-Patient at V.A. hospital. 

Initial research in this case was capably conducted by Lois Kukick of Irwin, Pennsylvania (a member of 
PCUFOR), who visited HJ in November, 1978, and, again in April, 1980 as a prelude to my investigation. 
Copies of her two reports were sent to me for evaluation and follow-up. During 1980, I talked by phone 
with HJ several times, although there were interrupted periods when he had been hospitalized. His firsthand 
observation of a military retrieval operation follows: 

As a private in B Company (age 17) HJ, and his unit, under command of Sgt. R.S. (name withheld) 
were on manuevers near Camp Polk, Louisiana in the Summer of 1953. At dusk, a patrol watched an egg- 
shaped object crash land into soft sandy soil. According to HJ, authorities were notified and both A and B 
Companies were ordered to remain at the site until relieved. A special detachment was rushed to the scene, 
later followed by an ambulance and other special equipment. HJ said he got within 15 yards of the object 
before he and others of Company B were ordered by Lt. W. (name withheld) to pull back to about 100 
yards. “Peons like me, ” he said, “had to get out of the way”. 

According to HJ, the large ovoid object was without windows or lights and was surrounded by a fin- 
like protrusion at its equator which was still rotating. The ground around it, he said, was burnt into a 
powdery substance like crushed brick, and was still hot. 

Soon to arrive at the site were top brass and medics. He remembers them going to the hatch on the side 
of the craft which was open, and after a while, watched as two medics carried away a stretcher, containing a 
body, to the ambulance; then three others of the crew emerging, being aided by the medics as though in- 
jured. “One of them,” he said, “kept looking at the one in the litter and made strange noises. I couldn’t 
believe what I was seeing.” 

According to HJ, softening his voice when he told me his story the first time, the occupants of the craft 
were only three and a half to four feet tall, of very slight build and walked as though they had no 
knees...very stiff, bending only at the hips. 

From his vantage point, said HJ, he could not distinguish any features of the hands, commenting, “They 
looked like they were wearing mittens.” The large heads, also without features, he believed were covered by 
a helmet. Their uniform, tight-fitting, he described as dull metallic green. 

He later heard that the survivors had been sent to a hospital and “put into isolation”, but all had soon 
died. He also heard that their cadavers were sent to a medical center near Washington, D.C. 
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The crash site, said HJ was roped off for a 50 mile radius. MPs were put on guard everywhere. 
Restricted to the post for two days, the men of Company B, were then called into an Intelligence office and 
told that what they had witnessed was a secret Army experiment and they were warned not to talk about it. 

According to HJ in his testimony before Lois Kukick, in person, and to me by phone, every person who 
had anything to do with the retrieval operation was subjected to “every kind of test” for three days at the 
base hospital. 

In her report to me, Lois Kukick comments, “I think we're on to something big. He was reluctant to talk 
about it to me at first, but agreed when I told him it would be held in confidence. He doesn’t want publicity.” 

To help better understand, or clarify some issues in the incredible story told by HJ to Lois Kukick and 
myself, and, to refute the occasional charge that my C/R cases are hearsay, I got his approval to allow Dr. 
Peter Rank (see “The Witness Model”) to call him at home at anytime, and freely question both his case and 
he personally on a medical level. Dr. Rank’s letter to me dated March 15, 1982, follows: 


Dear Len...I hasten to reply to your request about my telephone call to HJ. I called Mr. J. on a Sunday early in December, 
and had an extensive hour long conversation with him. 


Mr. J. is, by his own admission, now in his early 50's. In 1953 he was a young man in the U.S. Army infantry undergoing 
basic training at Fort Polk, Louisiana. I believe it was in July. His basic training over, the last training exercises included 
full scale maneuvers using the uninhabited military reservation near Camp Polk. 


One evening, at approximately 7:00 p.m. he was on maneuvers with his platoon, comprised of approximately 8 or 9 men. 
All the infantry men in the area were divided into the red and blue teams and given military assignments. 


He and his platoon saw an unidentified flying object land “out in the boondocks” and just sit there. It was as wide as a 
three bedroom single story ranch house. Using their walkie talkies, the platoon contacted headquarters and advised them 
of same. 


Shortly thereafter, medics, military police, and high ranking brass appeared. Mr. J and his platoon saw the medics carry 
one small humanoid out of the unidentified flying object on a stretcher, and assist the others walking out of the uniden- 
tified flying object. A portion of the UFO fell away revealing a ramp which permitted access to the interior. 


All the individuals iri the platoon were strictly warned not to discuss the incident. He and his platoon were not given ter- 
minal leave following training and were sent immediately thereafter to Korea. 


Mr. J. is a relatively unsophisticated and uneducated man. It is my judgement that he does not have sufficient imagina- 
tion to make up this story, and furthermore to maintain this story over a period of nearly 30 years. He also provided cor- 
roborating names and addresses, although the addresses are probably outdated. 

In relating his story, Mr. J. provided the ring of authenticity. In my judgement he has no secondary gain. He is not a 
hoaxter. He is too naive to manufacture this story and, indeed, too unsophisticated to appreciate its true significance. 


All the details provided to me by him have a close corroboration with other similar UFO incidents. Mr. J has also in- 
dicated that he has never read anything on UFO's. Indeed I doubt whether he can read very well at all. 


COMMENT; During our many phone calls, HJ mentioned that he had the names and addresses of other 
Company B personnel “tucked away” with other army-day papers, which he could not readily find. Even- 
tually, he found them and on my request, he sent them to Dr. Rank, who, in turn, sent them to me for 
follow up. I also requested during phone calls in September and October, 1981, that he consider sending me 
a signed statement highlighting his retrieval experience. He consented, wrote three pages, and signed his 
name. His wife mailed the letter at the local Post Office on October 3rd or 4th. It never arrived. On February 
3, 1982, I called HJ to inquire about his health and to advise him to send another statement by registered 
mail. His phone had been disconnected. 


CASE A-2: KA is married, retired and resides in New York City. Served in U.S. Air Force, 1954-1955, 
member of local astronomy group; won achievement award. 

Initial investigation into this case was commendably conducted by researchers Fred Schaefer, Gerald 
Miskar and Linda Robinson, all in New Jersey. Included in a 34-page report prepared by the Schaefer Group 
is a first person account of KA’s mission in a military retrieval operation of a crashed UFO in New Mexico, 
1954, a state map showing the approximate crash site, and a drawing by KA showing the position of the 
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crashed craft in relation to four alien-fatalities strewn outside the craft, and, attempts by Schaefer to obtain 
verification of certain data and his group's evaluation of the case. 

The Schaefer Group first learned of the incident on February 28, 1981 while attending a lecture given by 
James Mullaney at the Edmund Scientific Co., in Barrington, New Jersey. 

It was during intermission that KA came forward to Mullaney, hoping to find someone he could trust to 
relate his UFO experience. Schaefer, having Mullaney's acquaintance, was introduced to KA, who preferred 
to remain unidentified at that time. With time pressing, arrangements were made to meet again on March 7. 
But KA stressed one condition: Schaefer must agree to swear on a Bible that he would never divulge his 
name or address to anyone. 

Through the cooperation of Clark McClelland of Pittsburgh, channels were cleared for me to receive 
the Schaefer report on October 1981, and through negotiation with Schaefer, I was able to make direct con- 
tact with KA in December, 1981. By maintaining a close liaision with KA and the Schaefer Group, I have 
been able to gain more information. 

Following is a re-construction of KA’s oral statements, in first person, as prepared by the Schaefer 
Group: 


Early in 1954 I joined the Air Force. Even though I was only eighteen years old, I had acquired a good knowledge of 
cameras. My reason for joining the Air Force was to make use of this knowledge in the field of aerial photography. 


I took my basic training at Sampson Air Force Base near Geneva, New York. After completing about one month of basic 
training, | was approached by an officer who told me to pack my gear because I was being reassigned to another base for 
special training. That same day, four other airmen and | were flown via Mohawk Airlines (charter) from Sampson to 
what is now Kennedy International Airport in New York City. There we boarded another chartered airliner (airline 
unknown) and were flown to Roswell, New Mexico (Walker Air Force Base). There I began special training in the Sikor- 
sky H-19 helicopter, also known as the “Flying Bathtub”. This training was conducted in relation to desert search and 
rescue operations. 


On April 12, 1954, between 6:30 and 7:15 p.m., I was playing ping-pong with my fellow crew members when we were 
ordered by an officer to pack our gear in 15 minutes, and report to the flight line, as there had been a crash in the desert 
and it was our mission. (Our crew was known as Rescue 4.) 


When I arrived at the flight line, our chopper was ready to depart. As we were taking off, an unfamiliar voice said over 
the intercom, “Men, this not a drill. This is a red alert sctamble.” It was then that I realized that someone in the cockpit, 
other than a regular crew member, was in complete command of the aircraft and was giving orders. 


As I remember, we headed north with route 285 to my right. We flew approximately 25-to-30 miles, passing over a lake 
at that point, then changed course to the northwest. 


We continued heading in this new direction for about 10 miles, where we cleared a small cliff. Suddenly, below and 
slightly ahead of us, we saw what appeared to be brightly flashing red, blue, and yellow-white lights. As we flew 
overhead, at an altitude of approximately forty feet, we could plainly see below us the outline of a round silvery object. 
After hovering for a few minutes, we descended to thirty feet. At this point, the “stranger” in the cockpit gave the order 
to turn on the spotlight. When the light was turned on, we saw below us a round, metallic, saucer-like object, approx- 
imately 40-SO feet in diameter. The craft appeared to have crashed edgewise into the sand. 


The object had a stationary dome in the center, but the outer rim was still spinning in a counter-clockwise direction, and 
the lights on this outer edge were rotating in the same direction. But what startled us more was the sight of four small 
bodies scattered outside the craft. They were motionless and appeared to be dead. Even from our altitude (thirty feet) it 
was obvious that these bodies were abnormally proportioned. They were small in size, approximately 4-to4 feet tall, 
with extremely large heads which were out of proportion to the rest of their bodies. They were dressed the same, in tight- 
fitting, dark blue uniforms. They wore no helmets. Even with the spotlight shining on them, their faces seemed to have a 
light green, luminous tint. After observing the incredible sight below us for several minutes, we just looked at each other 
in disbelief. 


At this time, 1 was ordered to take several pictures from different angles, while the helicopter hovered at thirty feet. Then 
the order was given to land, and our helicopter touched down approximately one hundred feet away from the object. 


After I jumped out of the chopper, two things immediately became obvious: (1) the overpowering stench, like that of 
automobile battery acid, that permeated the area, and (2) the headlights of several approaching ground vehicles. As these 
ground vehicles came nearer, I glanced at the cockpit of our helicopter in order to get a look at the “stranger” who was 
giving the orders. Unfortunately, the dim lights of the control panel revealed only the head and shoulders of a man. 
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At this time, the ground vehicles, which included several trucks, arrived on the scene, Approximately fifteen-to-twenty 
men dressed in fatigues emerged from the vehicles. Some of these men were wearing side arms, but | did not notice any 
rifles or automatic weapons. As we walked toward the crash site, one of the members of the ground crew stopped us 
about forty-feet from the object and informed us that we could go no closer. By this time the stench was so bad that one 
of the gound crew members vomited right in front of me. I was then ordered to take several pictures of the crashed object 
and the alien bodies, but 1 was not allowed to move any Closer than forty feet. 


While I was taking these pictures, the ground crew began very carefully to put tags on the object and on the bodies. Dur- 
ing this time I got into a brief conversation with a member of the ground crew . He told me that on the side of the craft op- 
posite us was a small open hatchway. He said that he had looked inside this hatchway and saw two more dead bodies 
similar in appearance to the four lying outside the craft. He said that the manner in which these bodies were positioned in- 
dicated that the aliens had tried to crawl out of the craft on their hands and knees. 


After I had finished taking pictures, we were ordered to return to Roswell. Just before landing at Roswell, we were in- 
structed not to leave the helicopter until ordered to do so. As we were landing, our helicopter was approached by several 
staff cars. After we touched down, our crew was divided into two groups of two. Each pair entered a staff car and was 
driven to an old barracks-like building known as Building #5. And here is where three days of what we called “a living 
hell” began. 


When we reached Building #5, we were put into separate rooms and restricted there. Soon after, four men dressed in 
civilian clothes and wearing black ties entered my room. They identified themselves as “Intelligence officers”. Three of 
these men then left the room. The man who remained asked me to tell him exactly what had occurred in the desert. After I 
had related my experience to this man, he left the room but was replaced by two of the others who proceeded to tell me 
“what I did not see”. When these men departed, the fourth man entered, carrying some type of written material. He told 
me to pay close attention to what he was about to read. He then read what sounded like some kind of military law that 
referred to the penalties that would be imposed upon me — fine, imprisonment at hard labor, and general discharge — if 1 
were to reveal my experience regarding the mission in the desert to anyone. After this man had finished reading this infor- 
mation, he left the room and was replaced by the first Intelligence officer. This procedure lasted from three-to-four-and- 
a-half-hours on the first day, and continued throughout the next day and the following day. (April 12,13, and 14.) The 
other members of my crew were experiencing the same ordeal at the same time in their separate rooms. 


While we were being interrogated, scuttlebutt had it that the “saucer” was brought onto the base and an attempt was 
made to house the object in Hangar 46. However, Hangar 46 was too small so the craft was eventually stored in Hangar 
18. 


The day after we were released from interrogation, we were flown by helicopter to the crash site. As we hovered, one of 
the four Intelligence officers who interrogated us pointed to the ground and said, “See, | told you guys that you didn’t see 
anything.” As I looked over the area, it appeared as if the site had been “gone over with a fine-toothed comb”, It looked 
as if nothing had ever crashed there. I couldn't even see the impact area! After this flight we were released to our bar- 
racks. 


Shortly after we returned to our barracks, the pilot of my crew went to his locker and grabbed an ULTRA F-5 camera that 
he had stored in his locker (but which he was not authorized to have in his possession). He then went into the latrine, 
stood on the commode, and began taking pictures through the window of the activity around Hangar 18. 


As for me, I was so exhausted from the ordeal of the past three days, that I flopped down on my bunk and immediately 
fell asleep. When I awoke the next morning, the pilot, his gear, and the camera were gone — and I never saw him again! 


From that time on, activity around Hangar 18 was top security. No one but the top brass could enter or leave the area. 
The hangar itself underwent reconstruction and modification in the following two weeks. According to a construction 
worker I spoke to, Hangar 18 was expanded “to a width of nine stories and a depth of eleven stories”. Heavy refrigeration 
equipment, radar equipment, and sophisticated computers were installed. 


During this time rumor had it that another UFO crashed near Bandelier, New Mexico on April 24. 


After an undetermined period of time elapsed, we were sent back to Sampson AFB. Upon arrival at my barracks, I was 
immediately confronted by my sergeant who was furious about my absence. He accused me of going AWOL and assign- 
ed me every possible extra duty he could think of. 


After a brief period of this unwarranted discipline, I could take no more. | finally broke down and told the sergeant where 
I had been and what I had done during my abscence. But he didn’t believe me. At that point, my mind snapped and I had 
a nervous breakdown. I was immediately placed in the base hospital where | remained for at least three months. 


During my stay in the hospital, I remember a doctor injecting me with a large needle, which made me feel as though I 


were in a drunken stupor. I was then led to a room where four or five people were seated around a table. On the table was 
a large microphone (similar to the microphone used during my interrogation in Building #5 at Roswell). These people 
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then began to ask me questions about the UFO retrieval incident in the desert in New Mexico. Because of the effect of the 
injection, God only know how I answered the questions. The shot also affected my vision, as I could not clearly see the 
faces of the individuals who were interrogating me. 


On the day I was released from the base hospital (approximately three months later), I was told to repost in uniform to 
the base commander's office. Under escort, I entered a room, and was faced by a colonel, seated behind a desk. After I 
saluted him, he returned the salute, rose to his feet, handed me a manila envelope, and said, “This is your general 
discharge. As of the date stamped thereon (March 7, 1955), you are no longer a member of the United States Air Force.” 


I stood there with my mouth open and asked why? 


The Colonel replied, “You were told not to reveal any information about the incident in the desert; however, against 
orders, you did reveal details about the incident to your sergeant. Thank God, for your sake, you revealed this informa- 
tion to another member of the Air Force. Had you spoken to a civilian, you would have been fined and sentenced to 
prison.” 


I protested and explained that my sergeant had accused me of going AWOL! 

The Colonel interrupted and said, “You are dismissed!” 

We saluted, and that was the end of my Air Force career — but not the end of my torment. 
Schaefer comments on KA’s aftermath as follows: 


Since 1954, when this incident allegedly occurred, KA has been having intermittent nightmares about his experience in 
the desert. During the year 1981, these nightmares have grown in intensity and frequency, causing KA much anguish, 
During the lecture at Edmund Scientific Company in March, KA saw his opportunity to reveal details of his UFO 
retrieval experience to someone who would lend an understanding ear, thereby helping to alleviate his mental torment. 


During a long chat on December 10, 1981, KA told me with intonative vocal sincerity, “I was taught to 
tell the truth,” as he related details of his experience, some confirming what the Schaefer report related, and 
others new to me. I felt that KA was telling it as it was. Describing the crash scene he said, “I thought I was 
in a set in Hollywood.” But fantasy was soon dashed, he said, because of the terrible stench in the crash 
area, and watching one of his buddy's regurgitate. The stench, he said, was like battery acid and ammonia. 

Other details follows: 


1) While KA’s chopper was still at the crash site, a second chopper landed. At least four men 
got out wearing white pants and long white coats. KA tried to take a picture of one of the 
new arrivals, but was told angrily, “Don’t take a picture of me. Just take what you were told 
to take.” The second chopper landed much closer than KA’s, scattering sand from its prop- 
wash. 


2) While KA was taking pictures of the saucer on the ground, he saw a silver or aluminum- 
colored metallic box on the ground about 3 feet long and 1-¥ feet high with numbers printed 
on it. There were also words printed on the box which were indistinguishable. He tried to 
take pictures of the box but was stopped by a member of the ground crew and told, “Get the 
hell away from that.” (Comment by LHS: Probably a detector device.) 


3) All members of the ground crew wore green fatigues with no insignia or rank identity. 
4) There were four or five large dogs on leashes by the trucks. 
5) The pilot of the chopper also vomited. He was pale like a ghost for several days. 


6) Iasked how many rolls of film he took. His answer: Four cannisters, two large; a total of 36 
exposures. The camera was turret-mounted and looked like an accordian, ULTRA-F-5 was 
the filter used, not the camera. He was instructed to take pictures from all angles on and 
above the ground, however he was told to take more pictures from the ground, He was also 
told to use all the film. These instructions came over the intercom. He was also instructed to 
leave the film on the chopper when they landed. The officer in charge stayed onboard after 
they landed. 


84 


7) KA would not disclose the names of the fellow members of Rescue Team 4. Following our 
talks in December, KA told me, with concern, that he had been reminded by phone, and 
more surprisingly, by a stranger he encountered in his neighborhood drugstore, that he 
should not talk about his part in the retrieval operation. Again, he was called and warned of 
consequences following a phone call I made in January, 1982. 


COMMENT: KA’s torment over his long-ago experience is obvious and so is his fear of reprisal, which is 
shared by his wife. Although vague on certain issues such as his hospitalization after the incident, I believe 
that his reticence (or blackout) may be a result of experimental drugs or other methods known to have been 
used by military Intelligence in the post World War II years to confuse the mind or program it to forget. 
KA does admit, backed by his wife's testimony, that he experiences recurring nightmares recalling phases 
of the incident and of people involved. 


CASE A-3: Mail irregularities in my special research have a high incidence rate. Not so with routine UFO 
matters or the monthly bills. The foffowing case, one of possible great significance, if true, is exemplary of 
mysterious postal handling. Because of the obvious non-delivery of follow-up letters to and from the prin- 
cipal involved, the case remains incomplete. 

The story begins with a letter, using military masthead, dated September 16, 1980 from a Sergeant JM, 
APO San Francisco. The Sergeant's letter, among other letters on the UFO subject, was probably in 
response to an Armed Forces radio re-broadcast of my interview on UFO crashes with the popular Charlie 
Tuna Show, KATZ, Los Angeles. The Sergeant's disclosure, using official stationery, follows: 


Department of the Air Force 

..-Security Police Sq. (PACAF) 

APO San Francisco, California 96239 

Reply to: (Name and home address withheld on request) 

Subject: Response to Request of Information in Relation to UFO contact and other Related Information 
To: Len Stringfield 


1) In January of 1978, I was stationed at McGuire AFB, N.J. One evening, during the time frame of 0300 hrs. and 0500 
hrs., there were a number of UFO sightings in the area over the air field and Ft. Dix Army Camp. I am a security 
policeman and was on routine patrol at the time. N.J. State Police, and Ft. Dix MP’s were running code in the direction of 
Brownsville, N.J. A state trooper then entered Gate #5 at the rear of the base requesting assistance and permission to 
enter. I was dispatched and the trooper wanted access to the runway area which led to the very back of the air field and 
connected with a heavily wooded area which is part of the Dix training area. He informed me that a Ft. Dix MP was pur- 
suing a low flying object which then hovered over his car. He described it as oval shaped, with no details, and glowing 
with a bluish-green color. His radio transmission was cut off. At that time in front of his police car, appeared a thing, 
about 4 feet tall, greyish brown, fat head, long arms, and slender body. The MP panicked and fired five rounds from his 
.45 cal. into the thing, and one round into the object above. The object then fled straight up and joined with eleven others 
high in the sky. This we all saw but didn’t know the details at the time. Anyway, the thing ran into the woods towards 
our fenceline and they wanted to look for it. By this time several patrols were involved. 


2) We found the body of the thing near the runway. It had apparently climbed the fence and died while running. It was 
all of a sudden hush-hush and no one was allowed near the area. We roped off the area and AF OSI came out and took 
over. That was the last I saw of it. There was a bad stench coming from it too. Like ammonia smelling but wasn’t con- 
stant in the air. That day, a team from Wright-Patterson AFB came in a C 141 and went to the area. They crated it in a 
wooden box, sprayed something over it, and then put it into a bigger metal container. They loaded it in the plane and 
took off. That was it, nothing more said, no report made and we were all told not to have anything to say about it or we 
would be court martialed. 


3) 1 will be getting out of the Air Force in about two months. Do not disclose my name as | could get into trouble. I am in- 
terested in pursuing this and other matters if you need help. Forgive me for not signing this but I can’t take any chances. 
Please reply to the above address and my parents will forward it to me or | will be home already. Don’t send it here 
because they monitor all mail closely and I again don’t want to take any chances. 


Upon receipt of the above letter, 1 answered, September 27, 1980, with a long letter to his home address 
with many questions and enclosed a copy of Status Report II. I received no reply. 

On November 18, 1980, I sent a follow-up letter asking about the delivery of my earlier letter and offer- 
ing to meet him in person. To this I received a reply, dated November 27, 1980, in which he said he did not 
receive my previous letter. Said JM, “I don’t know why. I am now out of the service and am home. I am 
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prepared to answer your questions... The desk sergeant that night was Sgt. “C” (name on file), and he would 
know much more... would like your next response ASAP and I will try to give you my phone number by 
then.” 

1 wrote to JM again December 4, 1980, and enclosed a xeroxed copy of the first long letter with ques- 
tions. He did not respond. 

I sent another letter February 16, 1981, expressing my concern and gave assurances of anonymity. He 
never responded. I tried to make connections via the telephone, but to no avail. He disappeared into thin air 
and with him a case as sinister as the Lumberton affair, cited in Status Report II (See Case B-13), and in 
Postscript of this this paper. One more follow-up was made by researcher and confidant, Richard Hall, of 
MUFON, who sent a certified letter to JM April 10, 1982. Although it was received and signed by JM on 
April 12, there has been no response. 


CASE A-4: V.A. “Posty” Postlethwait, of Phoenix, Arizona, formerly served as Captain in the 82nd Air- 
borne, was on detached service, G-2 (Intelligence) V-Corps, Pope AFB in the Ft. Bragg complex, North 
Carolina. Posty was referred to me by Bill Jenkins of KABC Los Angeles radio, April 1980, when I was a 
guest on his “Open Mind” show. 

Reaching Posty I found his credentials good and so was the information he shared concerning a UFO 
crash at White Sands Proving Grounds, 1948. As a Captain in G-2 Air, he was cleared to see a TOP SECRET 
message coming in by TWX, as he recalls, from the 3rd Army Headquarters, Atlanta. Directed to the Com- 
manding General (with copy to G-2) the message described the crash of an alien saucer-shaped craft 100 ft. 
in diameter, 30 feet high with one portal window blown, causing suffocation to the five occupants. Among 
other items cited, as Posty recalls, the bodies, which had turned blue, were about 4 feet tall with oversized 
heads by human standards and that the metallic skin of the craft was as thin as a newspaper, but too tough 
to penetrate by conventional tools. He also recalled hearing that private property was purchased to facilitate 
transporting the craft to the base. 

Posty said the full story beyond what he had heard at the base, was published in an article appearing in 
a 1948 issue of Coronet magazine. When the issue was released, he heard that authorities had confiscated all 
copies at the Coronet office and most that reached the newstands. A few survived, a copy of which he had 
seen years ago. 


COMMENT: Needed is a copy of Coronet, month unknown, 1948. Significant is Postlethwait granting me 
permission to use his name in this report. 


CASE A-5: RT married, a former Marine, rank PFC, assigned to Canine Corps at Camp Pendleton, San 
Diego, California, with Alpha Red TS Crypto Clearance. Served 6 years in Vietnam. Resident of Las Vegas, 
Nevada. 

In this first person report RT alleges he was at a UFO retrieval site, 1967. Following RT's disclosures to 
me in July, 1980, supported by data from APRO records of his phone calls to that office, is a weird un- 
folding drama of harassment and violence, a strange visit and, the grim consequences which allegedly befell 
one of its on-the-spot investigators, RC, also of Las Vegas. 

Through RC, my intermediary, and formerly a U.S. Narcotics agent, I reached RT by phone. Accord- 
ing to RT’s testimony, he was given 45 minutes notice before departure by plane from Camp Pendleton to a 
retrieval site “somewhere in the desert” on July 3, 1967. 

As a trainer in the Canine Corps at his base, he and his dogs, and other marines as a team, were flown 
in a light cargo transport for 2-¥ hours to the site, landing on a makeshift strip carved out by a road grader. 
The windows of the transport were blacked out, he said. At the site, among the cactus and tumbleweed, 
were tents, a small quonset hut and what appeared to be a small pre-fab hangar. Busy were men in military 
fatigues without insignia. Told nothing about the status of the operation, he was assigned to a post for guard 
duty, given orders, and told to use only one designated path to the mess tent and latrine. 

Curious, said RT, he decided on his fourth day to see what was so hush-hush and took a different route 
to the mess tent near the hangar. When the guard had his back turned he peeked inside the hangar and to his 
shock he saw a metallic disc, or saucer, about 30 ft. in diameter. On top was a dome; there were no win- 
dows. Around the craft were men at work and tables on which were technical instruments. He also saw a 
large walk-in refrigerator unit on skids and several empty body bags. “If there were bodies,” he said, ” they 
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had already been shipped out or maybe they were in the freezer.” 

RT's one good glimpse into the hangar was also his undoing. The guard nearby nabbed him and he was 
escorted to the headquarter’s tent where he faced the officer in command, Colonel “P” (name on file), 
U.S.A.F. Medical Corps. Reminded of his Security Oath, he was confined to quarters and sent back to 
Pendleton for punishment. 

Thirteen years later, RT decided to tell his story. He admitted to seeing the movie, “Hangar 18”, knew it 
was fiction, but he said, its emotional impact on him conjured up in his mind the hangar in the desert which 
he knew was not fiction. He first told his story to Wendelle Stevens and RC in Las Vegas and called APRO. 
Then, like the day he went down the wrong path at the retrieval site, he got into a new hornet's nest of trou- 
ble. 

According to APRO records, RT called in to their office to report each incident of harassment starting 
July 14, 1980. 

On July 14, 1980, RT claimed he was visited by an Intelligence agent who reminded him of his Security 
Oath. On July 21, 1980, RT claimed that his apartment was pillaged, maps and all UFO memorabilia taken. 
Called police. On July 22, 1980, visitor came to apartment with threats. RT excused himself to bedroom, got 
a 45 cal. gun, forced the intruder to show ID at gun point, and performed a “citizen's arrest”. He called 
police, the intruder was “booked”; also the man waiting in the limousine outside. The police checked the in- 
truders’ credentials and released them. On July 28, 1980, RT called to relate that he was visited by a person 
dressed in black, offering to exchange UFO information. This was the last call made by RT to APRO, accor- 
ding to available records. 

During the period of RT's contact with APRO, I was receiving similar information, by phone from my 
intermediary, RC. Needless to say, I had difficulty in digesting the adventures of his source. Then, on 
August 11, 1980, it was arranged for me to reach RT to discuss, firsthand, the events of the past month. 
Hearing it from RT, the story seemed less fanciful, or less contrived. When | asked about the intruders’ ID, 
he said, “C.1.A.”. 

The story told by RT about his visitor, a man dressed in black, might have been penned by Poe. During 
the stranger's 45 minute unannounced visit, RT‘s dog, a shepherd, behaved uneasily. Once, said RT, he ask- 
ed for a glass of water, but when he was approached, he uttered, “Don’t touch me.” RT also noted that dur- 
ing their conversation about UFOs, the visitor always spoke in the third person, using “we” or “they”. 

According to RT, the visitor, while describing a UFO incident, suddenly produced from his briefcase a 
half dozen color photographs. “Each showed a small cadaver or parts, not human, in what appeared to be a 
hospital operating room,” he said. “I would judge they were just about four feet tall if scaled with the tables 
they were on.” 

One photo, said RT, was a close-up of a hand with four fingers, long and slim, with no opposable 
thumb. “Another,” he said, “showed the top of a humanoid head, the flesh cut open and drilled into.” 

Still another, he related, showed the upper torso of chalky complexion with an incision into its chest, 
and another, showed a body burnt in its suit. “But there was one photo that really convinced me,” said RT 
with emphasis. “It showed three doctors in the process of dissecting a body on top of a slab with a gutter 
around the edge. 

“See any blood?” I asked. 

“If their blood is red, there wasn’t any.” he replied, or words to that effect. 

“The photos looked real to me,” he said, when I asked for his opinion of them. 

I called RT the following day, August 12, on a tip from RC who learned that RT and his wife might 
move from their apartment in the next day or two. He seemed restrained, his words hesitant, but he tried to 
be courteous. 

“Maybe I shouldn't be talking on this subject anymore,” he said. He then went on to explain that he was 
having a “social security number problem” and that it was causing a delay in money to pay the rent. 

That was the last word from RT, although he promised to send me his new address. I have since heard 
from Wendelle Stevens who heard that RT was working for the A.E.C., had all of his debts paid, and wasn’t 
talking to anybody about UFOs anymore. 

But this anecdote doesn’t end with RT. Events just as strange allegedly happened to RC, my in- 
termediary who seemed ready and willing and unafraid to move mountains in his probes to get facts for me. 

In 1979, RC got my name from a former Cincinnatian, a retired Air Force colonel in Las Vegas, who 
knew of my research since the mid 1950's. In 1980, RC formed APRON, a local group, and asked for my 
guidelines and to be its chief consultant. During this period he asked that I call his fiance to convince her that 
his time was well spent in UFO research. He later told me that my call “really helped” and he was encourag- 
ed to keep up his work. 
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Shortly after the RT disclosures, however, the enthusiasm of RC suddenly dropped to zero. When | 
called him August 20, 1980, he said grimly, “I’ve been warned to lay off RT.” 

Cryptically, without giving me details he said that he was disbanding APRON, getting out of research 
and planned to move to Texas or Florida and that he would call me from wherever he settled. When I press- 
ed for an explanation he paused, then asked that | call back later. When I did, he said that his fiance’s car 
had been forced off the road in Las Vegas, and that his apartment had been burglarized. “Only things miss- 
ing,” he said, “are your books, Situation Red, 3-0 Blue and Status Report II, notes I had on the RT case, and, 
you guessed it, a photo of you. Nothing else.” 

When I called RC on September 9, 1980, he was ready to leave next week for Florida and advised that I 
not tell anybody. He said he had not received any new threats and he assured me that his fiance was “okay”. 

On October 10, 1980, RC wrote to me stating that he and his fiance had settled in Pensacola, Florida. In 
his letter of October 29, 1980, he requested new copies of my books that had been stolen, adding, “I had no 
problems until I started interviewing RT. I'm OK now.” In his letter of December 3, 1980, he acknowledged 
receipt of the books I sent and said, “My friend CJ, said that he is going to do some research on the 1953 
Kingman incident. Len, he would like to make direct contact with you. He does respect what you're doing.” 
In his typewritten letter, February 19,1981, RC wrote in part, “I have not heard from my contact yet. 
However, his wife said that he wanted to talk to me as soon as he got back from Washington. ..will relate to 
you all that I get from him.” 

The next news from RC came as a shock. His fiance had been killed in a car accident near Singing 
Sands, Florida. She had been traveling alone, he said, from Pensacola, when a car had apparently forced her 
off the road, leaving only black paint marks on the side of her car. “It was hit and run,” he said. 

Months later in 1981, I heard from a mutual research friend of RC’s in Las Vegas, that RC had made ar- 
rangements to meet three men at an airport concerning UFOs. Since then, silence. 


CASE A-6: PJ of Dallas, Texas, Captain, U.S. Navy, USNR, Military Flight hours, 6100; civilian 7500. 
hours, test pilot: Ling Tempco Vought, F 8's and A 7’s. Presently commercial airline pilot. 

In the sensitive realm of witness credibility, PJ ranks highest on the scale; notably in this case, for his 
credentials are in both military and commercial aviation. Although he prefers to be anonymous in this paper 
because of his current status as airline pilot, he is refreshingly devoid of mystery and without the hang-up of 
being stalked by fears of reprisal. In this case, as in some others of significance, my initial contact was Tom- 
my Blann (See Case A-9 this paper) who made arrangements for me to reach PJ for his first person report. 

It was New Year's Eve, 1981, when I first reached PJ at his Dallas home during which time he 
highlighted his observation of a saucer-like craft at Wright-Patterson in 1962. Since then I have talked to PJ 
by phone several times, received a copy of his taped interview with Blann, and received a signed letter dated 
April 13, 1982, which, essentially describes his experience as follows: 


In April of 1962 while attached to the 354th TAC Fighter Wing as an Exchange pilot, the 352nd Tactical Fighter Squadron 
deployed to Wright-Patterson AFB on a Hurricane Evacuation from Myrtle Beach AFB, S.C. 


As Flight Commander of the “B” Flight Bluebirds, it was my policy to keep my men physically and mentally tough by in- 
forcing a program of running, playing touch football or handball. 


On the first day of our five day deployment, I led my flight crew of five on a running trip through the Air Base, looking 
for a gym which is usually tucked away in a hangar of sorts along the portable handball courts using two walls of the 
hangar and erecting two portable walls to complete a four wall handball court. 


As we crossed two baseball fields we approached the first hangar which, without hesitating, we guessed was the Special 
Services Hangar. We busted through both doors on a full sprint to look for the equipment room checkout for gear. Once 
inside, we were stunned by dead silence and was approached by an air police sentry with a sub-machine gun. 


Standing about eight feet away was a strange looking object. It was about 12-15 feet long and eight feet deep and resembl- 
ed two plates stuck together, or, to a track and field man, it was a large discus. It was suspended off the ground by two 
engine test stands. There were no markings or insignia, but most noticeable it was without rivets. The object was roped- 
off and eight guards stood parade rest around it. 


The guard challenged by saying, “I don’t think you're supposed to be here, Sir." I replied to the affirmative and we turned 


about face and departed mumbling to ourselves. Once outside, we had re-assured each other that the good old U.S. had 
developed, or had all along, flying saucers in service. 
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On our return to Myrtle Beach AFB, S.C., a week later, | was requested to report to the Brig. General of the Combat 
Wing. The debriefing was very short. He informed me that I had broken security. He only asked one question — "What 
did you see?” My reply was, “Nothing!” His answer was, “You have the right answer to the question” and I was dismiss- 
ed. 


The incident caused me to research fully the object we had seen. Having a TOP SECRET clearance enabled me to gain 
valuable information that otherwise would be impossible to obtain. | could go on forever on what is considered 
“hearsay” or secondhand information, but for a brief thirty seconds a disc-shaped object of metallic color, 15 feet wide ~ 
and eight feet deep was seen. I cannot confirm anything other than it was there. 


One thing that has always puzzled me was the lack of security. It wasn’t even located in the test facility of Wright- 
Patterson AFB. It was near the flight line having just arrived or awaiting deployment. That is just my guess. 


COMMENT: Names of the officers involved in this case are withheld on PJ‘s request, for obvious reasons. 
If the craft observed by the witness was freshly retrieved, the year 1962 is significant, considering we have 
crash/retrievals reported in Cases A-6 in Status Report II and in B-4, in this paper. 


CASE A-7: RK of Columbus, Ohio was an instructor in Gunnery School with E-4 Grade, Great Lakes 
Naval Base, March 1973-September 1974, and was being groomed, he said, for Intelligence School. 

At first glance, the UFO in this case seems to be a military device, perhaps one of U.S. manufacturer or 
by some foreign power. Whatever it was, according to RK, the UFO caused enough concern to the U.S. 
Navy to shoot it down with a surface-to-air missile, retrieve it from the ocean and ship it secretly by rail to 
the Great Lakes Naval base where it was put under heavy guard. 

My informant, RK, who came to my home with researcher Don Jernigan of Columbus, Ohio July 14, 
1980, to relate his role in this case said he believed that it was “by coincidence” that he guarded the same ob- 
ject in Chicago allegedly shot down by a Navy destroyer in the Pacific. 

In September, 1973, according to RK,while an Instructor in Gunnery School, he was assigned to guard 
the premises of a large quonset hut at Great Lakes Naval Base, with orders not to let anybody within 100 
yards. 

At one point while on duty he was approached by an officer in a jeep who handed him a sealed 
envelope and was directed to deliver it to the Commandant in the quonset hut. Passing other guards inside 
he was surprised to see a strange metallic craft, 30 feet long and 10 feet high, resting on a wooden platform. 

“It was light silvery blue and shimmering,” said RK, adding, “It tapered like a tear-drop with a flange 
running along its topside from one end to the other and there were no windows.” With guards watching, he 
said, he could not linger for a better look. Delivering the sealed envelop, he got the Commandant's signature 
of receipt, saluted and returned to his post, feeling puzzled. Immediately coming to mind was a story he had 
heard from a sailor he met in San Diego, just weeks earlier while on special assignment there. Said RK, “The 
object was strikingly similar to one he was guarding, according to the sailor (name not recalled by RK), that 
was shot down by a missile between Hawaii and the mainland in June, 1973. The UFO was picked up by his 
destroyer’s radar and came into view making three close passes, and one directly over the vessel. It was a 
lucky hit said the sailor, causing the UFO to crash into waters that were about 350 feet deep. According to 
RK’s informant, the object was retrieved by a Glomar Explorer, shipped to Hawaii and then sent Stateside 
and finally to Chicago. A sketch of the craft was drawn by the sailor, and, according to RK, there was “little 
doubt” that it was the same object he had seen in the quonset hut. 


COMMENT: Viewing RK’s sketch of the object, it certainly was not the typical discoidal or illipsoidal 
UFO. If true that the UFO passed menacingly over a U.S. warship, it seems to rule out a secret U.S. aircraft. 
And if it were a robot device, used for missile practice, why the retrieval operation and subsequent secrecy? 
Russian? Hardly. It would be extremely risky for a surveillance device to fly so close to a U.S. warship in 
waters near the U.S.A. When! mentioned this incident to a person who claimed to be an “Insider” (at one 
time at Wright-Patterson) I was told that he knew of no incident where a UFO had been shot down by U.S. 
warships at sea. RK described his sailor source as being a credible person. Perhaps his source was actually 
performing in an Intelligence role as a test for RK’s later position in Navy Intelligence. 


89 


CASE A-8: This case, occurring in Hillsdale and Dexter, Michigan, 1966, is better remembered in UFO 
research lore for its cover-up explanation — “Swamp Gas”. The alleged UFO landings there had many 
ramifications: Embarrasment for Dr. J. Allen Hynek, then Air Force consultant, for the mix-up over his 
references to “swamp gas” at a press conference and Gerald Ford's dissatisfaction with the official explana- 
tion and his request for a Congressional inquiry. This, in turn, so say UFO analysts, helped bring into being 
the Colorado Project (headed by Dr. Condon) which led to the demise of Project Bluebook. Although this 
case is well known to research, only a few may know some of the behind-scenes operations. 

My informant who knew firsthand the behind scenes story of the landed craft in Dexter, and the 
methods employed in its cover-up is FB, a former law enforcement officer (name withheld on request). Ar- 
rangements for me to discuss his first person role, March 12, 1980, were made by James Minton, a phar- 
macist in Norris City, Illinois. 

According to FB, on March 21, 1966, at 6:20 p.m., he and officer “C” on patrol, were first to see the 
alien craft on the ground of farm property in a clearing of swamp. From a distance of about 150 yards they 
estimated that the object was about 100 feet in diameter. They also observed that cattle in the area were 
restless and noisy, some scampering among the herd. FB reported the landing to the Sheriff (name withheld) 
who put in an urgent call to Selfridge AFB. In quick response, elements of the National Guard and Air Force 
personnel were rushed to the area, many arriving by helicopter. Some were assigned to control highway 
traffic, others to prevent a mob of curious people who heard about the UFO from trying to reach the site. 
The clearing in the swamp was hard to reach by road, said FB, but he knew the area well as he had hunted 
there — and, yes, he was aware of “fox fire” or “swamp gas”. 

“What I saw was not fox fire,” he emphasized. “This was definitely a large craft, like a pot, with a dull 
glow and no windows.” He added, “A pool of water near it sizzled, causing vapor to rise,” Asked about a 
sound, he said, “Sounded like a turbine, a low whine or hum.” 

When the Air Force came and took charge, about 7:30 p.m., they ordered all the police at the site to 
withdraw and stay away. MP’s were everywhere, he said, and well armed. Photos were taken by one officer 
who waded into the marsh for a close-up had his film confiscated. Said FB, Air Force officers, however, took 
many photographs, including shots from a helicopter. 

Nothing was left undone, said FB, where it concerned security. The area was barricaded, or roped off 
for three weeks and the farmer was ordered to stay away. Maybe because it was contaminated, he said. 
Where the object landed there was a circle in a soybean plot that was burned. Soils samples were taken. 
Then the whole area was bulldozed, including the soybean field. Everything was hush-hush, said FB. Police 
reports, his report and the records in the sheriff's office disappeared. Then, everyone in the force, including 
he and “C”, were transferred to other parts of the county. 

The UFO was not disabled, as far as FB knew, although there was a suspicion that it might be and that it 
could be captured, “But no one got it,” he said. “I saw it take off and climb straight up into the sky and 
disappear.” 

“Swamp gas doesn’t do that,” said FB. 


COMMENT: No crashed UFO; no retrieval in Dexter. If the craft was disabled to account for its long stay, 
it was not seriously impaired. This case points out, however, the extenuating security measures taken by the 
Air Force at a landing or crash site. 


CASE A-9: The complexity of the UFO mystery is well illustrated in this report by veteran researcher, 
Tommy Blann of Lewisville, Texas. His ability to dig deeper, beyond top soil, for facts is self-evident in the 
following report, dated March 30, 1982, which sheds new light on joint UFO and helicopter activity observ- 
ed in Texas. 


There have been a number of incredible stories surfacing over the years by active military personnel on duty at Fort Hood 
and by civilians employed at the base or their immediate family members about a huge underground complex built in the 
side of a small hill in which a camaflouged section of land opens up like “sliding doors” to reveal an entrance to this secret 
installation. 


Over the years, I ran into several individuals who told me bits and pieces about this secret undersground complex and 
others scattered across the U.S., none of them knowing each other nor what the others had related to me. This informa- 
tion, like a lot of information in the possession of individual researchers, was recorded and filed away as confidential for 
future reference. It wasn’t until certain information surfaced about “crashed discs” by Leonard Stringfield and other less 


90 


known individuals, plus the recent Cash/Landrum incident investigated by John Schuessler that | felt compelled to 
release this information publically. 


It is my personal opinion that these individuals have told me the truth as they know it, and it would be hard to conceive 
how a number of individuals could concoct such stories in identical detail unless there is some truth in the basis of their 
claims. There are also three incidents involving helicopters around low level UFOs, one incident which | personally 
witnessed, that adds further credence to the claims made in this report. 


Located in Central Texas is a large Army military reservation known as Fort Hood which covers approximately 160,000 
acres and is surrounded by several small towns such as Copperas Cove, Gatesville, Killeen, Temple and Belton. It was 
originally named Camp Hood, after John Bell Hood, and during World War II served as a training center for tank 
destroyers. It is well-known for its military training for ground troops, heavy artillery exercises and war games which 
have been viewed by a number of dignitaries and presidents-over the years. 


Within Fort Hood is Gray AAF, known as Robert Gray Field, where AF personnel are attached while at Fort Hood. Little 
is known about the activities at Gray AAF as it is not a major AFB and is not listed in either the Air Force Officer's Guide 
or the Air Force Almanac. 


An Air Force Captain, while stationed at Fort Hood in 1972, told me that in the late 60’s a pilot had to make a forced lan- 
ding over this restricted air corridor and as his small private plane came in for a landing on a dusty field, the next thing he 
saw was an approaching jeep with armed MPs which seemed to have appeared out of nowhere. On further observation 
by the pilot, he saw a huge section of land separating like “giant sliding doors” with vegetation intact revealing a huge 
corridor inside. 


The startled pilot was then met with weapons trained on him and ordered out of the plane where he was immediately 
blindfolded and taken in the jeep to what he thought was this underground complex. He was taken down a long corridor 
and led into a room where his blindfold was taken off. Inside the room, which reminded him of a modern conference 
room without windows, he was interrogated by a couple of men and a few hours later was blindfolded again and taken 
outside to his aircraft which had been refueled and was now operating. He was warned not to speak of this incident as 
they helped him into the aircraft and watched him take off. 


In the latter part of 1973, the entire Southeastern section of the U.S. was undergoing a wave of UFO sightings. The Cen- 
tral Texas area had an unusally large number of reports coming out of the farming communities around Calvert, Bre- 
mond, Temple and a few other small towns which is West and Southwest of Fort Hood. 


On November 21, 1973, Gracia Unger, editor of the Calvert Tribune and her husband Jack, along with my wife and I, 
witnessed two UFOs near the Brazos River area during the height of the activity. The UFOs were shaped like “a brick with 
the ends wore off” and had a series of multi-colored, blinking lights on its surface. 


The metallic structure of one of the craft was readily visible by the intense silver-blue white glow that surrounded the 
craft as it approached us at a low altitude. The body of the craft appeared to be made of an aluminum type metal con- 
struction. It was definitely a manufactured aircraft of some type and not just a ball-of-light in the night sky. 


The two UFOs were first noticed coming out of the Northwest at a high altitude, one appeared at a slightly lower altitude 
than the other. As they neared the Brazos River, we became aware of the sound of helicopters approaching also out of the 
Northwest. At first, we thought these things may be helicopters until they got closer and then we saw the navigational 
lights on the helicopters headed toward these UFOs. There were seven helicopters in a line formation moving swiftly 
toward our location. 


The UFOs were moving very slow and would stop for short periods of time, one at a considerably low altitude than the 
other. As the helicopters approached. we noticed that they were large Chinooks which took up a tight formation around 
and over these UFOs. Also, two jet interceptors entered the area from the Southwest and circled over the UFOs and 
helicopters as they proceeded South. The UFOs and helicopters disappeared out of our line-of-sight behind a clump of 
trees several miles in the distance. It appeared the UFOs may have landed, but since there were no backroads leading to 
this area, we do not know. The jets continued circling and then finally headed Southwest. 


The next day, Gracia called Fort Hood and they told her that “there had been a routine reconnaisance training mission in 
progress that night, but they denied any knowledge of “flying saucers” being in the area. 


A more in-depth discussion of these events and others around the Calvert, Texas area was published in the Spring 1975, 
Vol 2, No. 3 issue of Saga UFO Report. 


It is interesting to note the similar it ies in this incident and that of the Cash/Landrum incident of Dec. 29, 1980 in which a 
low level UFO was being “escorted” by a number of helicopters, some Chinooks and possibly Hueys, near Dayton, 
Texas. A check with surrounding military installations revealed that Gray AAF/Fort Hood admitted that sometime dur- 
ing that period “more than 100 helicopters came in from the field ‘for effect’.” A detailed account of this incident was 
published in the Winter 1981, Vol. 9, No. 4 issue of Saga UFO Report. 
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In the Winter of 1974, while giving & talk show on UFOs in the Central Texas area, I was told by the News Director of the 
television station after the show that while filming over at Fort Hood he found out about the underground installation 
and that they were still conducting UFO research even though “Project Bluebook” had been terminated. He told me that 
the men that flew the helicopters were code-named “BLUEBOYS.” He said there was a “special group” involved in this 


UFO project. 


In 1975, while investigating the crashed disc stories, I came across a Lt. Col. in the Air Force, who was stationed at 
Carlswell AFB near Fort Worth, that informed me about the UFO project at Fort Hood as well as a number of other 
military installations here in the States and overseas. (See Case B-4, this report) 


In 1976, | met an individual in McGregor, Texas who told me that his father worked in the secret underground complex. 
He told me not to breathe a word of this to the public since his father’s career could be seriously jeopardized and the fact 
that he was not even suppose to know what his father was involved in on the base. He stated that “the technology that is 
being applied in this underground complex would remind someone of a science-fiction thriller. It is unbelievable what 
they know and can do from this area.” 


During the Spring of 1975, I had been notified by some people in the Groesbeck-Mexia area that a UFO had been observ- 
ed coming out of the South headed North and appeared to have crashed in the heavily-wood farm land area near Mexia. | 
immediately dispatched an investigative team to the area that night and talked with these people and the police depart- 
ment hoping to get some trajectory on the object. 


While talking with the Captain of the Mexia Fire Department, I found out that the Texas Department of Public Safety had 
notified Fort Hood/Gray AAF about the incident and they were sending a squadron of helicopters to the area to search 
for the crashed object. 


| realized my efforts would be futile since “they” would be well-equipped with infrared surveillance instruments and other 
sophisticated electronic instrumentation from the air. We searched desperately to find the spot from the ground before 
the helicopters arrived, but our efforts proved fruitless. We observed the helicopters as they approached the area that 
night, but they were apparently on a heading that took them a number of miles above where we had been searching in the 
Mexia area. 


Later, I found out that the Texas Department of Public Safety works closely with Fort Hood/Gray AAF in matters such 
as this, which came as a surprise to me. 


On Dec. 4, 1981, I gave a two-hour radio talk show on the Ed Busch program at KAAM radio station, Dallas, Texas call- 
ed “America Overnight” via satellite. About halfway through the program, we had a caller from Ohio that told us in the 
Summer of 1975, he was stationed at Fort Hood with an aviation unit, RS-2 Intelligence, as a helicopter pilot and that one 
night around 10:00 p.m. he was driving with a friend on a highway near Fort Hood when they both saw a UFO accom- 


panied by “Army helicopters.” 


He said, “I spent a lot of time flying helicopters and I know what one looks like at night, and if it's not. And the large ob- 
ject that we saw...there is no way it could have been a helicopter! It was an oblong, disc-type thing with a reddish light. 
The next day when I got back to base, I asked my friend that worked in the air traffic control out of the airfield if 
anything had happened. They didn’t know anything. And I was a good friend to quite a few pilots so | asked them. No 
one knew anything. I thought this was unusually strange, because if something had happened you would usually get it 
through the grapevine.” 


He later found out that if he kept asking questions about what he had seen, he might not have his job anymore at the 
base. This was impressed upon his mind by some of his pilot friends, so he dropped the matter. 


I have also found of interest the statistics of the frequency of object, unit, and all sightings within the United States from 
1947 to 1952, by subdivisions of one degree of latitude and longitude as listed on page 47 of “FLYING SAUCERS: 
ANALYSIS OF THE AIR FORCE PROJECT BLUEBOOK SPECIAL REPORT NO. 14” prepared by Dr. Leon Davidson. 


It appears that the highest number of UFO sightings occurred in four major areas of the United States, those being: Los 
Alamos Scientific Labs, N.M., Wright-Patterson AFB, Dayton, Ohio, the Washington, D.C. area and Gray AAF/Fort 
Hood in Central Texas. Three of these areas are well-known for being “sensitive” key military installations concerned 
with the national defense of the United States, but the fourth, Gray AAF/Fort Hood, is not so well-known for its ac- 
tivities in defense matters other than those I discussed in the beginning of this report. The implication of these statistics is 
not presently known, but it is interesting to see that Gray AAF/Fort Hood once again enters into the picture. 


There have been a number of interesting UFO cases that have taken place in and around Los Alamos Scientific 
Laboratories, N.M. and Gray AAF/Fort Hood, Tx. and between these two areas. Some of these cases such as the 
Socorro, N.M. incident and the Eddie Laxton incident near Sheppard AFB, Wichita Falls, TX. and others seem to imply 
experimental testing of a new type of aircraft. 
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COMMENT: Blann’s help in my endeavor, goes beyond this report. He has opened several new C/R 
sources, plus providing some other off-the-record items. See Case A-6 and Case B-4. Like others who dig 
deep for data, Blann has experienced anonymous phone threats. Speaking of the pilot whose private plane 
made an emergency landing in a field near Ft. Hood's security corridor, | am reminded of the Blue Beret who 
told me in Florida in 1979, that he, while serving as a guard on a plane with secret cargo, was flown into a 
strip that went into a hillside that unfolded — trees and all. “Just like fantasy-land,” he said. See Case A-3, 
Status Report II. 

In summary, Blann’s report, like in Case B-2 of this paper, leaves open several possibilities for an 
answer to mysterious helicopter involvement: 1) to maintain military readiness for alien UFO incursive ac- 
tivity and/or crashes, 2) to maintain security escort for secret saucer-like craft developed by the U.S., 3) to 
maintain clandestine contact with alien forces established by agreement or by coercion. 


CASE A-10 WH of Yucca Valley, California served in U.S. Navy during WW II, is married, retired after 
31 years of government service. 

Researcher Bill Hamilton of Phoenix, Arizona, a computor programmer, knew WH as a firsthand 
source and arranged for me to reach him by phone in 1980 to discuss his experience of running head-on into 
a full scale military retrieval operation. This incident, of January 1947, which predates Ken Arnold's famous 
sighting by six months, occurred on the Papagos Indian Reservation, north of the rugged Superstition 
Mountains west of Globe, Arizona. 

According to WH, he was on Navy leave (being reassigned at the time), with a friend, CC, just out of 
the Army, on a jeep scouting trip looking for desert property for homesteading. It was growing dusk, about 
5 p.m., while traveling over a dirt trail, when they encountered Air Force personnel armed with carbines. 
Challenged by a Second Lt., they were asked for identification and reasons for being in the area. While park- 
ed for interrogation, WH could see other military personnel about a quarter of a mile away grouped around 
an object that appeared to be half sunk in the sand. Said WH, the disc-shaped object with a dome on top, 
was about 30 feet in diameter and 18 feet high. On its outer edge were two rings which seemed to have win- 
dows between. 

“The military probably had just arrived,” commented WH. “There was no evidence of an encampment 
or any heavy equipment, at least in view from the trail.” 


COMMENT: WH'’s description of the object seems to rule out an experimental missile and if it were alien, 
one can only wonder how far back in time the military had been involved in UFO retrieval operations. 


CASE A-11: RM has been in government service for 23 years, is married with family, resides near Cincin- 
nati, Ohio. 

This extraordinary case is fact, according to the witness, RM, and if what he encountered is, indeed 
fact, then we as appraisers can either accept it as possible, or probable, or reject it utterly as fantasy as we 
can do with all UFO events of high strangeness. RM, referred to me by a Cincinnatian who can vouch for his 
integrity, prefers anonymity because of his long service with a government office. The story goes back to 
about 1965, said RM, during a Sunday visit with his wife to the Air Force Museum in Fairborn, Ohio 
(suburb of Dayton). 

While his wife became engrossed in examining a German V-2 rocket on display, RM wandered off and 
found that he had gone down a corridor, got disoriented, went through a double-door marked “Off Limits” 
and then suddenly came face to face with a being so incredible looking that all he can remember in his numb 
state was saying, “Hi”, to which he got no response. 

Dressed much like an astronaut in a silver suit with support pack, was a diminutive figure, about 4-2 
feet tall wearing a translucent dome over a large head. 

“Tt wasn’t human,” said RM, “Its eyes were large under a heavy brow and there was no nose and only a 
slit of a mouth. The skin was bluish, or that’s the way it looked through the dome.” 

Said RM, when the space-suited creature walked, its gait was different; it shuffled forward without 
bending its knees. At one point during the brief encounter, he said, it stopped, held out both arms 
mechanically toward him and pointed its long elongated fingers into his face. Then the alarm system sound- 
ed. 
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While red lights flashed everywhere, RM somehow found the corridor and made a fast exit. As the 
loudspeakers announced an emergency evacuation, MPs were ushering people to the exits. Said RM, there 
was no panic and although the MPs were polite, there was a feeling of anxiety. The cause for the emergency 
evacuation, he opined, was without question the creature who probably had escaped from its confinement. 

In 1970 or 1971, said RM, because of his work, he met a retired Air Force Colonel to whom he related 
his experience. Having once served in a top secret capacity at Wright-Patterson, the Colonel, to RM’s sur- 
prise, responded, “If you know that much, I'll tell you the rest.” 

According to RM's informant, two live alien beings were in captivity. Scientists, he said, had developed 
a benign incubative atmosphere to sustain their life, at least for a while. The Colonel also revealed that he 
was aware of a crash in 1969 of a “two-man sized” craft near Whitewater Lake in Indiana. The cause was 
electrical disturbance. No other details were revealed. 

Said RM, “The Colonel made it clear that he did not want his name or his disclosures made known as 
long as he lived. However, shortly after RM got the information about two captive aliens his source died of 
cancer. RM called his friend “Colonel Schmitz”, which at a later time, admitted was a false name he used to 
protect the family of the Colonel. 


COMMENT: Live aliens! Loose in the Air Force Museum? Fantastic of course, but the Wright-Patterson 
complex is vast and so are its underground facilities. It is conceivable, if truly live aliens exist, that one may 
have slipped by the guards into the passageways and surfaced in an upper chamber of the Museum. This 
story recalls another of seeming fantasy, published in Situation Red, The UFO Siege, based on information 
related to me by Sherman Larsen of CUFOS. In that case, alien cadavers were purportedly stored in the 
Science and Industry Museum, Chicago, and were witnessed accidentally by a minister and son who went 
down a wrong corridor... 


CASE A-12: EL of Los Angeles, married, has daughter, grandchild, is retired. Served as Carpenter Mate, 
1st Class, Hqt. Co. 112th Construction Battalion, WW II. 

This case dating back to 1944, allegedly involves a landed or disabled alien craft discovered by a Seabee, 
EL near the beach of Kaneohe, Oahu, Hawaii. The year of the event is not only difficult to accept, but so is 
the story, mainly because of the fictionish anachronisms EL related during certain CE III phases of his ex- 
perience. Lucius Farish, author of “In Other Words” in MUFON UFO Journal, who referred me to the 
source, agrees that while the story is fantastic, and probably beyond verification, it is nonetheless a case that 
just may have happened — or some of it — and should be recorded. 

EL, during three interviews by phone, related his experience cooperatively when assured of anonymity. 
He explained that only his offspring and one other researcher, Don Worley of APRO had heard his story 
firsthand. He admitted that no one would ever believe his story and seemed relieved, at age 66, when I told 
him I planned to publish part of it for research records. 

EL's story begins with a stroll along the Kenoehe beaches on a Sunday morning looking for shells. Sud- 
denly, his eye caught a glint of metal reflecting sunlight near a wooded ridge, not far from a radar installa- 
tion. Curious, he went to look and was faced with a strange globular object about 50 feet in diameter. “Tt 
looked like an igloo,” he said, “Except on the top was a clear glass dome about a foot high with a gold device, 
like a weather vane, spinning inside.” 

Outside were a group of people, said EL, all dressed in tight-fitting green uniforms. A closer look to his 
surprise revealed they were short, or “scaled down” people, about 4-2 feet tall, of exceedingly slight build, 
with no buttocks. Their faces, he said, were human-like with heads topped with short, lush black hair, large 
dark eyes, heavy eyebrows. One featured large, fanged teeth. This one, he was told later, was a female. 
Each wore a heavy belt with a box-like apparatus attached in front. Two of the group of seven were sitting 
on the ship’s ramp, four at regular intervals around it and one was out front, just 20 feet away from him. 
“All were staring at me,” he said, “The nearest one, probably the leader, acted like he was waiting for me. I 
still had no fear because I thought they were just small Navy people used in submarine duty.” 

Then the man nearest to EL spoke. It was in heavy accent, he said, but the voice was too deep for his 
size. While the others remained silent, one of them suddenly reached down to the apparatus on his belt, 
pressed a button which instantly made EL dizzy and nauseous. Then he lunged at EL with a sword-like 
weapon drawn from a scabbard. EL resisted, drew his knife and a battle for “life or death” ensued. But EL 
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managed to overcome his assailant forcing him to the ground. Then to EL’s amazement, the others, jumped 
into the fray, and slew their own comrade. EL, who was dazed by it all, was told by the leader to return the 
next morning to talk by a large black rock near the water's edge. Said EL, “They didn’t know it, but I took 
the box from the dead man’s belt.” 

Meeting at the black rock EL was told of the wondrous world from whence the aliens came, 21 light 
years away. He also explained that this was the beginning of a period of world visits to check on the Earth 
they colonized eons ago. 

But EL’s accord with the space people didn’t last long. A “Navy swabbie”, said EL, who had witnessed 
his meeting with the strange men dressed in green, reported his activity to Naval Intelligence. 

According to EL, he was promptly summoned to Intelligence to explain his escapade to a Lt. Lewis. 
After lengthy interrogation by Naval Intelligence, OSS and the F.B.1., who were called in, he was forced to 
surrender the so-called Black Box and to designate the location of the alien craft. By some crafty maneuvers, 
said EL, they managed to capture the female entity who was heavily guarded until she was sent to the U.S. 
mainland. Then EL learned, that Naval aircraft shot down the alien ship as it tried to take-off and it fell into 
the ocean. It was towed, he said, using nets, to San Diego. The remaining crew of six probably rotted inside 
because the Navy couldn't penetrate the craft's metal skin with conventional tools. 

According to EL, the Black Box was the subject of great interest to the OSS and Naval Intelligence. 
While in the office its great power was luridly demonstrated on a pet cat. Pressing one of its three buttons, 
the cat, facing its invisible wave, fell dead instantly, its bones liquifying into jelly. Even the desk, he said, 
upon which the box sat, seared through the varnish and into the wood, causing a foul odor. 

EL, of course, signed an oath of secrecy, and was threatened, he said, by one of the plain-clothes agents 
who “looked like President Johnson”. If he talked about the incident, he was told he could be charged with 
murder of the ship’s crew member. He had been framed, he said. 


COMMENT: EL’s complete story, which includes voluminous CE III data, is beyond the scope of this 
paper. My notes cover several pages, however, before my investigation, Don Worley of APRO in 1974, had 
made extensive efforts by mail to get the facts, but gave up when many of his questions went unanswered. 
The story is difficult to believe, especially the phase when EL does battle in medieval style with an alien. 
Such an anachronism, on the other hand, may have been staged using hypnotic techniques, for reasons that 
will remain inexplicable. 


THE INTERMEDIARY REPORT: CLASSIFIED “B” 


In this section of “B” material is support information from various sources, mainly intermediaries who, 
in most instances, have been advised by their first person source of a preference for anonymity. In most of 
these cases, I have been privileged to know the name of the informant, however, a few, because of alleged 
deep fears, will not allow biographical clues go beyond their trusted go-between. Section “B” also includes 
other general C/R information that I consider useful in helping the reader understand the scope of this 
research and its seeming sensitivities. 


CASE B-1: YR is retired on medical pension, served in the U.S. Army, WWII, was chauffer for General 
Patton; worked as millwright at General Electric. Resides near Cincinnati. 

YR, a government pensioned retiree, a patient long suffering from radiation exposure, and one of a few 
non-military, non-scientific people to see the bodies at Wright-Patterson, was made known to me through 
his daughter, who lives near Cincinnati. 

Said the daughter, “Dad was working at Wright-Patterson in the early 1950's; he wouldn't pin down the 
year. He was gone from home for more than a week to do some secret work at the Air Base. He wouldn't 
discuss it with anybody, except Mom (now deceased), not even me. Then, after all these years, he saw you 
on WLW TV talking about crashed UFOs and said, “That man knows what he’s talking about!” That was 
the wedge I needed, the chance to ask him what he did there.” 

In the course of the next several months, the daughter managed to ferret out bits and pieces of informa- 
tion. His sobering story follows: 
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YR, employed by General Electric as a millwright, accepted the job assignment at Wright-Patterson 
knowing beforehand of its sensitivity. As far as his daughter could ascertain, it involved the installation of a 
radiation device (a furnace?) which was used in some unexplained way in a secret section in or near the room 
which stored seven alien cadavers. 

According to her father, when he and his black assistant, Mr. W. reported to the Wright-Patterson of- 
fice for their assignment, they were transported by limousine with dark curtains pulled shut across the win- 
dows. It reminded him of a hearse, she said. Then, blindfolded, and turned around several times for 
disorientation, he and “W” were escorted to an underground level by elevator and then on to the work area. 
Once in the chamber, or “morgue”, which he described as “icy cold” and exuding a strange offensive odor, 
he was given work instructions. Every move he made, he said, was watched by guards. Once, he said, when 
he peeked over to look at one of the corpses, each inside a glass case resting on a marble slab, a guard pulled 
a sheet over the top. On the side of each case were jalousies, usually shut. Occasionally, he said, the glass 
would fog up. 

Asked about the bodies, his daughter said her father wouldn’t say much, probably conscious of his 
oath. But, with time and patience, she learned that the humanoids were short, had large heads, and looked 
“clammy with the skin of a reptile”. The head, he said, had skin that reminded him of a frog. Yes, he said the 
hands had webs, but he didn’t remember the number of fingers. 

To his daughter's dismay, she was told that as a security measure, his lodging there at the base was a 
cell-like room (he called it, “his jail”) without communications to the outside world. Among other discom- 
forts, “was the dangdest odor he ever smelled”. It was so bad, he said, he asked for a fan. They obliged, but 
the stench made his nostrils itch. On the plus side, he said, “The food was good — steaks, everything. I even 
had a TV set.” YR said that his exposure to radiation on the job concerned the officials. He had to change his 
work clothes regularly, and, that they took a radiation count not only when he left the premises, but he con- 
tinues to report to medical authorities for check-ups. 


“Dad took early retirement because of radiation sickness,” said his daughter. “His health is poor despite 
surgery and continuous medical care.” Mr. W, his black helper, she said, was also exposed, was retired early 
on a good pension, and died of cancer several years ago. 


COMMENT: YR uses “soda pop” phraseology, which, like body chemistry, can be convincing. Examples: 
“his jail", and “blindfolded and turned around several times”. At this time of writing, he will not, understan- 
dably, become a first-person statistic for me, fearing loss of pension. His daughter, whose word I trust, is 
still trying to get answers to “our” many questions. 


CASE B-2: Thomas Olsen of Phoenix, Arizona, veteran UFO researcher and nuclear engineer by profes- 
sion, is credited in securing this unusual report for this paper from Larry W. This report like so many others 
suggests that the highest degree of secrecy hides some sensational or sinister truth. Following is Larry’s letter 
to me, dated December 14, 1980, abbreviated without alteration of text. 


I applaud your efforts to shed some light on the UFO riddle; perhaps my letter will be some assistance in this regard. 
Before I begin, let me emphasize that every detail of which I can be reasonably certain is included in this letter. 


The following narrative is based upon my best recollections of an eye-witness account told to me some five years ago. For 
the most part, these recollections are gleaned from several pages of “dog-earred” notes and sketches made at that time. 


In 1975, | was majoring in engineering at Arizona State University in Tempe, Arizona. I was employed by the university 
as a class-room assistant tutoring students in an Engineering Graphics class. It was during one of these sessions that a 
sophomore student, Mr. DR, first told me about his personal observations of a UFO “capture or retrieval”. 


He began telling me that, in 1968, he was in the U.S. Army attending an “Intelligence” school in a remote desert area of 
Texas. He told me that the nearest town, Big Springs, was approximately “50 or so“ miles away. About one mile from the 
Army compound was a small (16 acre) Air Force “facility”. DR stressed that it could not be considered a 

base”. Apparently, this whole area was restricted; each installation was quite “well-guarded and patrolled.” DR pointed 
out, however, that the Air Force “facility” was particularly secure. 
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He described it as consisting of a large metal building or warehouse, one or two small guard houses, and a nearby con- 
crete helicopter landing pad. No airstrip or runways were visible in the immediate vicinity. The warehouse itself was sur- 
rounded by an 8-foot chain-link fence which was topped off with rolled barbed wire. The perimeter of the entire site, in- 
cluding pad and buildings, was enclosed in a double “10-foot high, barbed-wire topped, cyclone fence” Dogs trotted in 
the 5-foot corridor separating the two fences. Guard towers with lights stood at each corner of the compound. 


DR stated that, on several occasions, he and others had clandestinely observed unusual activity at the Air Force site. (He 
felt that such blatant security often attracts unwanted attention.) He cited two specific reasons why he was personally. 
convinced that the base was operated by the Air Force. First, “no uniformed member of any other branch of the service 
was ever seen gaining access to the main building.” Second, “only blue, officially-marked Air Force vehicles ever entered 
or left the compound.” DR said that the feature which struck him as most unusual about the site were conspicuous “stacks 
of large tires”. 


He explained that, while large, flat-bed tractor trucks were often seen entering the warehouse, none (to his knowledge) 
ever left! He felt that the tires were somehow “left over from the disassembly of the trucks”. DR certainly didn’t know 
what they were involved in. He did, however, believe that the Air Force had “some sort of large, underground working 
shop set up.” 


DR stated that, as the months progressed, it became increasingly obvious that “special preparations” were being made at 
both the Army school and the Air Force site. Security was tightened even further. Written orders were issued not to 
observe, talk about, or go near the Air Force compound. He went on to state that, while the majority of his class accepted 
these orders, some could not. One group, in particular, led by a solider of “Italian descent”, decided to find out exactly 
“what all the fuss was about”. 


Unfortunately, however, DR said this group of “five or six” individuals never achieved their goal. They were caught, 
wearing Air Force fatiques, trying to enter the compound. They were not heard from again for “about a month”. All but 
one were eventually returned to the Army Intelligence School. 


In the interim, quite a shake-up had occurred at the school, Some students were transferred out and the Commanding Of- 
ficer had been replaced. The new C.O. issued strict orders not to discuss past events regarding the Air Force facility. DR 
said that the new C.O. stressed that further security breaches would not be tolerated. (Was this one tolerated?) No one 
was allowed to question any of the returning class members who had “gone down the road”. 


Incredibly, DR said that no one wanted to! He remembered that, of the five or six who had tried to find out what was go- 
ing on, all but one returned. (No one ever found out what happened to the missing individual.) The others, however, had 
all, according to DR, “undergone extensive brain-washing techniques”. 


Indeed, DR was convinced that their “psychological profiles” had actually been somehow altered. He told me that “they 
really didn’t want to remember what happened.” They kept to themselves as a group and were the subject of many 
rumors. (He recalled that one of these rumors centered around the sudden, rapid graying of one individual's hair!) 


This, to say the least, was an interesting and highly peculiar accounting thus far. I must admit that, while DR certainly 
did not appear to be a “weirdo”, his story was incredible. 1 must also point out that, in the almost full semester that I had 
worked with him, he always impressed me as being serious, mature, and conscientious. His sincerity in relating the chain 
of events impressed me so much, in fact, that later in the evening I decided to write down a few pertinent notes. I verified 
these notes the next day; DR was kind enough to add some supplemental sketches at that time. He always responded 
directly to my questions, although he did chose his words carefully. He definitely did not appear to be making up 
anything! Specifically, I feel that, besides its somewhat sinister portent, this may be why his account has remained in my 
memory all these years. 


DR continued on into the “heart” of his story. He stated that approximately two or three months after the security 
breach, all Army personnel in and around the school were restricted to their quarters, Near dusk and after dinner, DR 
said that he returned to the barracks to find that “all the windows had been blackened out by an opague material”. Arm- 
ed Air Force guards now appeared and ushered him and all other Army personnel into their respective barracks. They re- 
mained with loaded weapons to, in DR’s words, “prevent us from going outside”. DR also recalled that “the men who had 
“gone down the road” earlier, just sat in the corner like “zombies”. Their enthusiasm had, by now, totally disappeared. 


DR and a few others decided that “they had had enough”. They all agreed to risk an attempt at looking outside. They felt 
that it all might “just be worth it”, even in the receding light of dusk. They gained access to a small crawl space in the attic 
above their bunks. Using a large screwdriver, they succeed in “poling a hole through the rafters and shingles on the roof.” 


When they looked out, DR told me that each person, in turn, observed an “intense twinkling light descending in rapid, 
jerking movements down through a beautiful sunset.” DR specifically recalled that it appeared to be changing or “shifting 
colors through the visible spectrum” as it came down. (My notes do not show it, but I think that he also said there was a 
slight whirring noise at this time.) The light now began to “gradually diminish in intensity and take on adefinite form!” 
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DR said that “the light had transformed itself into an object. It hovered for just an instant, began to oscillate in an arc 
from side to side, and finally droppéd the remaining few feet to the ground.” He emphasized the “it was in no way a con- 
ventional craft”. 


One of his friends now came up into the attic with a pair of binoculars. DR told me that the object had “settled slightly in- 
to the sand” and “appeared to be disc-shaped with a small bulge on top”. He also noticed that the “air shimmered around 
the craft as if it were extremely hot”. No occupants were ever sighted by anyone. DR commented that “this didn't mean 
there weren't any”. 


Air Force police immediately surrounded the object at a distance of “several hundred feet”. DR, now using these men and 
the somewhat familiar terrain as a scale, estimated that the “craft landed perhaps just a mile or so away”. He thought it 
was between “SO and 100 feet in diameter”. He also noticed, from their rather restricted vantage point, that helicopters 
now began to hover above the scene. Search lights came on at intermittant intervals. He also heard several jet aircraft 
crossing “overhead at low altitudes”. Someone else saw two or three dark flat-bed trucks backing up to the object. A 
“large crane and several huge tarpaulins” were the last details DR noticed as darkness fell. He recalled that all of them 
were quite “excited and wanted to see what happened next”. However, they decided to go downstairs since none of them 
felt very secure about what they were doing. 


DR and his friends were careful as they crept down from the attic. After awhile, however, they all “began to whisper” 
among themselves about what they had just seen. They all, according to DR, agreed on one thing, i.e., they had “just 
witnessed a large, military force capture an object which a lot of people would call a UFO.” He added that “this realiza- 
tion came as quite a shock to us all,” He and “a majority of the others felt it was too alien to be man-made.” They further 
agreed it would be very unwise to ever “discuss what that meant again”. 


The next morning before breakfast, DR observed that the Air Police had cordoned off the landing area and the craft was 
gone! He was sure that it had been taken “down the road to the warehouse”. It was a day of “somewhat lessened restric- 
tions and heightened tensions.” 


This unsettled atmosphere continued for the next two months until class graduation. DR stressed, at this point in his 
story, that what happened in the next few months has troubled him a lot. He also added that it provided the impetus “for 
no longer keeping the whole account a secret”. It began with their orders overseas; without exception, the whole class 
was issued orders to Viet Nam. Although DR spent 18 months in and around the Mekong Delta area, he later traced some 
of his friends to Cambodia. He pointed out that he was shot at several times “under rather unusual circumstances”. 
Specifically, these “potshots” usually occurred when he was alone and “99% of the time in non-combatant"areas. Once, 
in a Saigon hotel, DR recalled a shot rang out which just missed his head. He had the presence of mind to dig it out of the 
woodwork intact and later weigh it. He told me that the number of grains “corresponded exactly to that of an American 
.38 caliber slug”. DR was certain that it wasn’t Soviet-made! He now began to suspect that his situation was really more 
dangerous than it should have been for “someone who rarely went out into the field". (Without going into specific details, 
he also mentioned that he began to “exercise due caution” when alone.) 


His suspicions were later confirmed when he learned that almost half’ of his original class were officially listed as “K.1.A. 
or M.1.A.” More distressing even than this, however, was the news that, of those who had actually witnessed the capture 
(or whatever) from the attic, all, except DR, and another soldier, were now either dead or missing! DR left Viet Nam after 
18 months feeling extremely “lucky just to be alive”. 


DR returned to Texas in 1971. He told me that he was determined to “put it all behind” him by leading a normal civilian 
life. However, he did add that “memories of the whole incident continued to plague him”. He recalled one instance that 
particularly upset him. Specifically, one night at dinner in a Dallas restaurant, DR’s new bride introduced him to a 
relative who was, coincidentally, a Colonel in the Air Force. DR said that later in the evening he asked the Colonel if he 
had ever “heard of an Air Force facility near Big Springs?” 


The Colonel immediately ushered DR into the men’s room where, according to DR, he took “care to ensure that we were 
alone”. The Colonel then proceeded to “interrogate” him about the base at Big Springs. He specifically wanted DR to 
volunteer the details of any “strange craft” that he may have witnessed landing! Up to that time, DR said, he hadn't told 
the complete story to anyone. He certainly wasn’t going to tell the Colonel anything either. He simply mentioned to the 
officer that he had heard “vague rumors about a UFO crash in the area”. DR politely omitted any references to a control- 


Then, according to DR, the Colonel began to “vehemently insist” that he instantly forget anything relating to Big Springs 
Base”. DR, of course, asked for an explanation, but the Colonel responded with concerns about “national security”. The 
Colonel did tell DR, however, that the “whole operation was set up in the national interest”. He categorically denied to 
him that it had anything to do with a UFO. DR told me that he persisted in his inquiry about a UFO. At this point, DR 
said the Colonel “became rather upset” and stated that he might have to initiate measures to ensure DR’s cooperation. 


DR was very specific about his conversation with the Colonel. He told me that, to say the least, any mention of a UFO 
together with Big Springs Base brought on “unsettling ramifications”. So much so that, after his discussion with the Col- 
onel had ended so abruptly, DR went back to the table and immediately left with his wife. He added that “it ruined what 
could have been a nice dinner”. 
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At this stage let me say that I honestly believe that any reasonable person would have a few serious doubts about DR’s 
whole story. Let me again stress, however, that these doubts should mainly be due to the incredible nature of the account 
itself and not to DR. At no time, even when relating specific details of “the incident” did he ever appear to be uncertain or 
condradictory, His demeanor was always one of credible sincerity. 


I cannot, on the other hand, rule out that his story was an aberration resulting from a hidden psychological trauma suf- 
fered in Viet Nam. I seriously doubt this, however. I felt that the two of us had a good rapport. Perhaps this was the 
reason he confided in me. He did not, so far as I could ascertain, tell anyone else the whole account, nor did he request 
that I keep it a secret. Simply stated, someone in our drafting class brought up the subject of UFO's one day and, one 
thing leading to another, DR began to relate his incredible account of the “Big Springs Incident” (as I call it). It certainly is 
worthy of conjecture, particularly in light of the recent movie Hangar 18. It also, like the movie, is more than a slight bit 
sinister in its implications. 


I did make some effort to locate DR and have him verify the contents of this letter. Unfortunately, I didn’t have any luck. 
He is not listed in the telephone directory, nor does Arizona State University have any additional information on him. I 
have not tried to substantiate any details of his purported UFO retrieval. You should be aware that quoted phrases and 
words in this letter, are, however, taken directly from the notes made during and immediately after my discussion with 
DR. It was, of coarse, necessary for me to, at times, rely on my memory alone. This was done mainly for the sake of con- 
tinuity; | endeavored to be as accurate as possible in my interpretations. 


COMMENT: Whatever the explanation for the event, mystery helicopters are involved as they have beer 
reported in and around other military installations researched by Tommy Blann. Notably, unmarked chop 
pers are often reported near cattle mutilation sites, and, of recent concern, in the well-publicized Cash. 
Landrum case occurring near Dayton, Texas, December 29, 1980. In this incident, over 20 choppers wer: 
allegedly observed escorting a fiery UFO which caused three people to be hospitalized for suspected radia: 
tion effects. 


CASE B-3: Randall Clement, Truckee, California, has been a willing and able contributor to my special 
research project long before publishing Status Report II. In 1981, he found a big piece to the puzzle from a 
new source, a sergeant in the California Highway Patrol. In 1974, the sergeant, attending classes in an Of.- 
ficers Survival Course at the California Specialized Training Institute at Camp San Luis Obispo, was privy 
to hear a former high ranking Army officer, addressing the group, make what he considered high level 
disclosures about the UFO. Clement's letter of March 10, 1982, covering the disclosures follows: 


I am a dispatcher for the California Highway Patrol and have been for almost 2 years. Prior to that I was a dispatcher for 
the Shasta County Sheriff's office in Northern California. For the past 5 years I have primarily focused my attentions 
toward those undocumented sightings made by law enforcement officers. That is to say, policemen who would rather not 
have a police report made of their sightings, for fear of being deemed mentally incompetent of their job. 


In November of 1981, at a Dispatch Center in Central California, Sgt. X, a 15 year veteran officer with the CHP, ap- 
proached me requesting to know if I had any UFO material that he might borrow:to read. After assuring him that I did, 
and I would mail him a package of MUFON literature, if he would let me have his address; he declined the offer. Instead, 
he asked me if I had any knowledge of a crashed saucer incident that had taken place in New Mexico. 


1 explained that [ had direct information from people who had knowledge of recovered UFO and supposed alien bodies 
from an incident that occurred in New Mexico. Upon obtaining my promise that his name would not be mentioned or 
used, he related the following story: 


In 1974, the Sgt. attended an Officer Survival Course at the California Specialized Training Institute at Camp San Luis 
Obispo. The teacher/instructor of the course was Mr. Y. He is a retired high official from the U.S. Army. 


The Sgt. claimed that Mr. Y announced to the class one day that he had information of a crashed saucer in New Mexico 
and the recovery of occupants of the UFO. He further stated that there was no harm in releasing this information to the 
class because the U.S. Government would be releasing the information to the public within three months. 


The Sgt. believed from the way Mr. Y was relating the story, that he was possibly at the scene of the recovery as it sound- 
ed as if the information was firsthand. The subject was talked about for a few minutes with Mr. Y refusing to answer any 
direct questions about the UFO incident with members of the class; and then the survival class was resumed. I have seen a 
copy of the announcement of courses offered at the California Specialized Training Institute. Without going into any . 
detail, Mr. Y has quite a list of degrees, credits, and qualifications, including, 1)U.S.A. Military Police, 2)U.S.A. Com- 
mand and General Staff College, and 3)Army War College. 
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Further contact with the Sgt. was unable to obtain any further information on Mr. Y. The Sgt. was unable to recall any 
more details of the short conversation from that day. 


At this time I am attempting to locate other officers who might have attended this class during the same general time span 
to see if they heard Mr. Y. tell the same story. So far I have been unable to locate any CHP officers who attended. 


As some people know, 1974 was the year that it was rumored the U.S. Government was going to make a press announce- 
ment regarding a recovered UFO to the public. It has been a long, long wait. 


COMMENT: The officer's disclosure, according to the CHP sergeant, is significant. His reference to an im- 
minent 1974 government announcement declaring UFOs were of extraterrestrial origin, is extraordinary, in- 
deed, as I knew that a report was quietly circulating among responsible researchers in late 1974 anticipating 
such an announcement, perhaps jointly by the U.S. and France. According to notes in my UFOlog, 
December 3, 1974, I was alerted by Walter Andrus, Director of MUFON, to be prepared as Public Relations 
Director, to rush to Chicago, joining he and Dr. Hynek of CUFOS in a press conference if official word was 
released. “Straws in the wind,” I noted, “were rife that the announcement would be made December 15, by 
President Gerald Ford.” 

On the suggestion of Andrus, I prepared a tentative press release, got both his and Hynek's approval, 
and we waited. In my UFOlog entry for December 16, 1974 I noted, “Wonder what President Ford and 
Giscard de ‘Estaing, President of France, are discussing in Martinique beside the oil problem?” 

If UFOs were on the agenda we can only guess. The Martinique meeting ended with nothing said about 
UFOs. The biggest story ever, was never told. 


CASE B-4: Researcher Tommy Blann met Lt. Colonel X through a friend of another military officer sta- 
tioned at Carswell AFB. “There were many exchanges of communications between myself, my friend and 
the other officer before the Colonel decided to meet me in person,” commented Blann in his personal sum- 
mary of the tete tete, recorded March 14, 1975 which he obliged to send me in November, 1981. 

Although sensitive portions of Blann’s notes have been omitted here on his request, in deference to his 
informant, an excerpt, pertinent to crashlanded UFOs, follows: 


The Colonel stated that underground installations, as well as isolated areas of military reservations have squadrons of 
unmarked helicopters, which have sophisticated instrumentation on board, that are dispatched to areas of UFO activity 
to monitor these craft or airlift them out of the area if one has malfunctioned. 


When I asked him about the crashed discs and humanoid bodies being taken to Wright-Patterson, he told me that “in the 
earlier years they had taken some bodies to this base, but later it depended on where they were found. They had a hell of 
a time setting up procedures for this operation, as well ‘as getting the craft out of the area without it being observed. 
Usually this was done at nighttime”. He feels the bodies are now being flown outside the U.S. to a secret naval installation 
on an island in the Pacific Ocean. 


I then asked him had he ever observed a crashed craft and any humanoid bodies. He hesitated and said that he witnessed 
one crashed craft in Northern New Mexico in the summer of 1962. It was dull, aluminum-looking disc like two saucers in- 
verted end-on-end, with a dark section running around the center of the craft. It appeared to be 30 feet in diameter and 
about 12 feet high. There was no noticeable landing gear and the craft had skidded, digging up a small trench. 


There was a team of eight men wearing jump suits and gas masks. Each man had a specific job to do. The main testing is 
not done in the field, only the preliminary data are recovered. He said, if you hear of a case where there are a large 
number of men crawling all over the craft without proper attire and doing all types of testing, you can bet it didn’t hap- 
pen. 


There were two bodies recovered from the craft and they were put in a large unmarked silver van and whisked off. I did 
not get a good look at the bodies, however, they looked small and were dressed in silver, skin-tight flight suits. They were 
taken to Holloman AFB as well as the craft, and then sections of the craft were sent to various research labs, including Los 
Alamos Laboratories. I believe the bodies were also taken to Los Alamos and samples sent to other locations. They were 
not taken to Wright-Patterson. 


He would not give me any further details, and stated he had said enough... don’t know if he is telling me the complete 
truth, but I do know that some things he said coincided with what I already knew from other sources. 
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COMMENT: Above all elsé, the Colonel's alleged presence at a crash site in New Mexico, 1962, ties in 
with the report, same place, same year, described by researcher Robert Barry involving his C.I.A. source. 
See Case A-6 in Status Report II. Also of note in both reports was the recovery of two small occupants wear- 
ing tight-fitting suits. Unfortunately, there is one glaring discrepancy; each report describes the size of the 
craft differently. In the case of Colonel X, it was 30 feet in diameter and 12 feet high; the C.I.A. 
investigator's was 68 feet diameter and 13 feet high. Both heights were close enough, but the diameters are 
off by 38 feet. Is one report, or both miscalculations? Did two crashes occur, accounting for diametrical dif- 
ferences? Is one or both reports fake? Also of note is the variance in size of the craft seen in a hangar at 
Wright-Patterson, 1962, perhaps “freshly” retrieved, cited in Case A-6 in this paper. 

Significant is the Colonel's remark that retrieved craft and occupants have not all been sent to Wright- 
Patterson. Much ado has been made by some researchers unwilling to believe that during the 1950’s most 
captured craft, because of size, could have been shipped by rail or over inadequate highways from faraway 
places to Wright-Patterson AFB. Agreed, reported craft sizes, over 30 feet diameter, would have been a 
monumental task to transport from great distances however, I have not claimed that all craft have been 
shipped to that base. I suppose if human purpose or the priority were strong enough, anything can be done. 
Notably, experts are still baffled by the feat of the ancient Egyptians who transported more than 2 million 
stone blocks, some weighing 15 tons, to build the great pyramids almost 5000 years ago. It seems they had a 
purpose; maybe the U.S. Air Force had a purpose and the priority. 


CASE B-S: In this case, Lt. Colonel RAB becomes a first person witness for Richard Hall, veteran research- 
er and Editor of the MUFON UFO Journal. It begins with a letter addressed to NICAP, April 8, 1964 from 
HC, a student at the Bob Jones University, Greenville, S.C., a copy of which was sent to me by Hall, quoted 
in part, as follows: 


Here at school there is an instructor, who during the Korean conflict was an adjutant to an Army Air Corps General at 
one of our New Mexico proving grounds. I got the following story from him. 


In 1953 a flying saucer crash-landed near the proving grounds. Air Force personnel immediately rushed to the area and 
found the saucer, unharmed and unoccupied, with doors open. Upon searching the surrounding area they came upon the 
bodies of the saucer’s four occupants, all dead. 


Shortly after this, certain top level personnel were given the true saucer story by Air Force officials. In his capacity my 
source was included in this. They were shown the bodies of the four occupants of the ship, which he described as from 
three to four feet tall, hairless, and otherwise quite human in appearance. An autopsy had been performed on one of 
them to determine the cause of death. No cause for their deaths was ever found. Also at this time, they were shown three 
saucers which the Air Force has. He described them as ovoid, with a length of twenty-five feet and a width of thirteen 
feet. They were shown the interior as well, and there were no visible means of control, no visible means of propulsion. He 
told me that since that time, the Air Force has been working intensely, though unsuccessfully, at trying to discover the 
means of propulsion. 


I can vouch for the validity of this information as well as the reliability of the person I got it from. This you can state as 
positive fact. Due to the fact that he is still affiliated with the armed forces, he prefers that his identity remain hidden. He 
also told me that this is top secret information which is highly guarded to prevent leaks. (Then why is he telling college 
students about it?—R.H.) 


In 1977, as a result of HC’s lead, Hall arranged to meet Lt. Colonel RAB during a radio interview in 
Washington, D.C., which he explains in his memo to me, June 24, 1980. 


RAB was a Lt. Colonel in Army Reserves, former helicopter pilot in Vietnam, or Korea, or both. As a former aide to an 
Air Force General, he saw, firsthand, four alien bodies at Langley AFB recovered from a crash in 1953 near White Sands, 
New Mexico. The four bodies, RAB said, were found outside the saucer which was intact, with doors open. 


RAB is very religious; he was in Washington as a representative at a religious conference. I have sent him Status Report II 
with a note suggesting that after he has a chance to appraise your discreet handling of sensitive information, he may be 
willing to talk to you. As I recall, he is not convinced the information should be made public... 


COMMENT: In follow-up, I wrote to RAB (xerox copy to Hall), but never received a reply. According to 
RAB, four bodies were found outside of the crashed craft in New Mexico, 1953. Significantly, his testimony 
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parallels that of KA in Case A-2, in this paper, who photographed, from a helicopter, four bodies outside 
the craft, New Mexico, 1954. The difference of one year! KA stands firmly on the time of his incident and 
unfortunately, RAB cannot be reached to verify his memory of the date. 


CASE B-6: The following notorized statement, signed by veteran researchers John Meloney and Lorraine 
Duchesne, bearing witness to the testimony of the informant, WW, is a positive step in procedure to lend 
credence to intermediary information. In recent years, John Meloney of MUFON and formerly of NICAP 
and I, have exchanged UFO information by phone and letter, and once had occasion to meet personally on a 
UFO case. 


On February 9, 1980, Lorraine Duchesne and I called on WW at his home in New Hampshire. In 1978, he had told 

Lorraine that he had been at the site of a crashed saucer in Mexico many years ago when in the OSS. After talking with 
him a while and explaining that I had considerable knowledge about UFOs and alien beings, and that I was formerly in 
the U.S. Intelligence Service, he gave us some guarded information but left the impression that he knew a lot more. 


I said I wondered if he could verify that he was at the saucer crash of 1952. He said it was earlier than that. Eventually he 
admitted it was in 1948 in Mexico. He said he remembered the location so well he could take me to the exact spot right 
now, but he would not say where it was. (I had used the 1952 date as a test.) 


He said he saw the corpse of an alien lying on an examination table covered with a sheet. He was reluctant to describe it 
so I showed him the picture of the drawing of a hand in Leonard Stringfield’s report The UFO Crash/Retrieval Syn- 
drome—Status Report Il, October 29, 1979. He said it was just like that but had only three fingers. Then he admitted the 
small finger might have been tucked underneath the hand. He said the hand was white except for webbing between the 
fingers, which was brown. Only the hand was protruding from the sheet. 


He said a sheet covered most of the body but the forehead also showed above the sheet and that, too, was white. The face 
was wide and wrinkles in the sheet showed the outline of the head to be triangular with a point at the chin where it should 
be. There was no bump in the sheet where the nose should have been. 


He said he thought it was some kind on “throwback” in human evolution, and it was not until he read a report about it 
(which he was not authorized to read) in the company of a friend named L, that he realized he had been looking at an 
alien body. Both men were in the OSS at the time, and were part of a recovery team. 


He said they were all told not to discuss what they had seen and that the body was taken to the U.S. 


He said there were a lot of Mexican civilians around and they were not told to keep it secret. The implication was that 
there might still be witnesses in the area who would remember the incident. 


The rest of our discussion pertained to technical aspects of UFO propulsion and adaptations of alien technology that have 
been developed on earth. His remarks in this area were not relevant to this particular incident though he showed a great 
understanding of physics. He indicated a willingness to pursue technical matters further if I could put him in touch with a 
scientist with certain qualifications which he outlined. 


I am sure that if I had not been introduced by Lorraine Duchesne and had not first convinced him that I already knew 
about saucer crashes, that he would not have discussed the matter at all. | 


Following the conclusion of this statement were the signatures of four people, John Meloney, Lorraine 
Duchesne, a Notary Public and the witness WW, with the statement “I swear that the above is a true and ac- 
curate report of the gist of our discussion.” 


CASE B-7: On a tip from Bill Hamilton of Phoenix, Arizona, at the MUFON Symposium in Houston, 
June, 1980, I was soon in communication with Ms. CM of Los Angeles, a successful free lance writer who 
knew about a secret movie allegedly showing a freshly recovered alien craft with occupants, filmed inside an 
Air Force hangar. The movie, in color with sound, and of 17 minutes duration, said CM, was in the posses- 
sion of a person formerly in government service, whom she did not identify. According to CM, the film 
showed various aspects of high ranking personnel around the craft inside the hangar; one phase, or scene; 
showing the removal of five alien dead bodies. 

“It would be the proof,” emphasized CM, who claimed to be in a pivotal bargaining position to discuss 
the matter with me. Knowing of my UFO work and my public relations experience, she asked for my recom- 
mendations for a plan to release the film to the media. Recognized, we agreed, was the need for scientific 
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back-up to prove that the film was authentic. Said CM, “A special screening has been arranged for me to see 
it next week. So far, only three people know about it.” 

The date of the retrieval was not clear. CM thought it was 1962, or 1963. “You will get all the facts 
soon,” she said, adding, “You will probably be called here to see it yourself. In the meantime it's in a bank 
vault.” When I called a week later the mood had changed. CM said, “The time isn’t right. He’s scared and 
needs time to think. I'll call you when he’s ready." 

Weeks went by. Nothing. When I called again, I was told only that her source was frightened and in 
hiding. The last word I had from CM was a message in a Christmas Card, dated December 22, 1980, which 
read in part “...] have no news on the important matter we discussed.” 

In 1981, I heard from another person who knew about the film. “They moved in on him,” he said 
ominously. He did not identify the “they”. 


CASE B-8: Allegedly, UFO affairs involving the United States and many world governments are of the 
highest degree of secrecy. If my “insiders”, both here and abroad are correct, there is a high level interna- 
tional exchange of UFO data and a cooperative contingency plan for alien craft retrieval. I have been told on 
good authority that countries in NATO have close Intelligence ties as does the U.S. with Australia and New 
Zealand, and some countries in Latin America, Asia and Africa. Some insiders even believe that Russia, and 
more recently, the Peoples Republic of China, share a close detente on UFO matters. But, except for the sen- 
sational “stuff” which gets top billing in some tabloids, precious little of the real tactical or scientific data 
leak out to trickle down to the researcher. Although stories of crashed alien craft surface from distant lands 
from time to time, the stories of recovered occupants are rare. Thanks to a new French connection, maybe 
there is light in the end of the international tunnel. 

Word about an alleged French medical consultation, involving a post mortum evalution of two 
cadavers in the United States, came by letter from Jean Sider of Clichy, France, April 17, 1980. In this letter 
he referred me to Dr. John Gille, of Paris, with credentials in the Centre National De Richerche Scientific 
(National Scientific Research Center), an equivalent to NASA. 

Dr. Gille’s response to my request for information came by letter, dated May 7, 1980, as follows: 


Dear Mr. Stringfield...1 had decided to write to you before receiving your kind letter of April 28. 1 got a copy of Situation 
Red, and for me, it was a nice breath of fresh air in the somehow dreary field of Ufology. Of course, I knew of some C/R 
affairs, and I began to investigate one. 


Here follows a summary of what | know about that affair: 

—In the spring 1978, I met Jean-Charles Fumoux, then chairman of a little UFO association, the A.D.E.P.S., in the south 
of France. What led me to this group was the desire to meet a certain Francois Gardes—alias Julien—a former member of 
the French Intelligence community and a former chairman of ADEPS. I had concluded at that time that all important and 
sensitive information about UFOs, at least available, were in the possession of members of Intelligence agencies. Turning 
back to Fumoux, he told me some anecdotes of very high strangeness level. The one which involved two UFOs that crash- 
ed into a marsh seemed to me the most easily checkable and is summarized in the 5 pages I enclose, a photocopy of the 
French original account, typed by Fumoux. 


Months after, | succeeded to get from Fumoux the name, and later, the way to get the address of the “professor” who 
caught a glimpse at the deceased aliens. He was a Mr. Leon Visse, living at St. Pourcain-sur-Sioule (a village near the little 
city of Moulins, in the French department of Allier). The person who gave me the address of Visse was his employer, the 
director of the College Notre-Dame in Moulins, a secondary school of denominational nature. 


Visse gave me an appointment, and I met him at his home February 6, 1979. He is a man between 50 and 60, the 
appearance of a country doctor. I explained the aim of my visit; his involvement in a humanoid’s autopsy affair. He 
denied all, at once, but failing to show any sign of amazement. 


“I never had any participation in any humanoid's autopsy affair,” he said very quietly. “Nevertheless, what you just told 
me (I had given him a sketchy account of the Fumoux story) is perfectly true. Only a biologist of really big caliber could 
imagine a description of the body of an extraterrestrial alien which so accurately fits with the great principles of modern 
biology and exobiology.” 


“This sober description contains an interesting detail,” said Visse, “The alleged fact was that aliens’ bodies exhibited a 
much more developed lymphatic system than the standard human body. Never would a medical student be able to fan- 
tasize such a trick.” 
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Mr. Visse went on for a long time, explaining to me that hyperdevelopment of the lymphatic system would be 
hypothetically normal for interstellar travelers. An effective antigenic system was duly needed to avoid possible diseases 
produced by microorganisms which are said to infest areas in the Galaxy. On the other hand, he said, very few muscular 
needs were to be expected for individuals belonging to space civilizations; therefore a diminished cardiovascular system, 
which was precisely what the alien bodies showed. 


Mr. Visse made the point that dredging of the bottom of the seas was given up a few years ago, both by the U.S.A. and 
the Soviet Union. The cause of that would be the risk that an unknown virus would be brought up to the surface, pro~ 
viding occasions for it to wipe out the whole of mankind. I reminded him The Andromedra Strain by Michael Crichton, a 
so-called fictional book, and he agreed that such books or movies were devised as a covert warning, 


Mr. Visse concluded with these words: “Your informant protected himself giving my name. To hide his actual source, he 
cited me, thinking you would never reach me. 


Visse told me to go to survivors of the French team, which won the Nobel Prize in 1965 (Jacques Monod, now deceased; 
Francios Jacob; Andre Lwoff). 


I met Prof. Andre Lwoff on 10.25.79, at his office at the Institute Pasteur in Paris. He ousted me quickly, saying he was 
aware of nothing concerning this affair, that, of course, flying saucers do not exist, there are only swamp gas, 
meteorological balloons, misterpretations and hoaxes. He said Prof. Condon proved this. 


So I was led to a dead end. I got no more information. Visse never sent me the documents he promised me. I saw Fumoux 
again several times and he swore to me that Visse was indeed, the real man. | knew Fumoux was a former Air Force of- 
ficer and that he had connections at that time, and maybe still, with Intelligence circles. He also told me two or three in- 
teresting UFO C/R stories. 


Next, I met Dr. Gille in Houston at the MUFON Symposium, in June 1980, where we tried to find the 
time and place to talk privately, but circumstances prevented an adequate discussion. Time passed and 
when it became known that I was preparing my third monograph on UFO Crash/Retrievals, I heard from 
the scientist again by phone, followed by a letter. 

His letter of November 20, 1981, said in part: “I am preparing a comparitive report about the variations 
in Fumoux’s testimony, which in my opinion serve as a contrived method he used to tell a genuine fact.” 

Enclosed was a section of J. C. Fumoux’s recent book, Preuves Scientifiques OVNI (Published in 
Monaco, 1981), which he had translated for my review. It is quoted in part, as follows: 


... The other accounts quoted by Leonard Stringfield come from military officers who were on duty at Wright-Patterson, 
or from civilians under military contract at this base. Now, more and more American scientists maintain that they have 
been appointed by military authority to perform biological analysis or anatomical studies on humanoid bodies. What a 
coincidence, the name “Wright-Patterson” crops up in their remarks. This confirms what a French scientist, Mr. L...., a 
world famous biologist, says; he admitted, in 1969, to have been dispatched by the American government to Wright- 
Patterson to carry out precise experiments. 


This professor, a former colleague of Lwoff, Monod and Jacob, Nobel Prize winners in 1965, and a Professor at College 
de France, told his adventure to a group of students in 1969. During the year 1959, he received an invitation from an 
American scientific organization for a three months lecture tour in the American ‘universities. The subject for these lec- 
tures was histons (which are special elements connected to cellular genetic material). In this particular field of research 
this professor was among the world’s number ones. 


A short time after his lecture, he was asked if he would perform an experiment about histonic weight on particular cells. 
Computation of histonic weight was precisely the field he knew best, so he eagerly accepted the job. An appointment was 
scheduled. A few days later, an American scientist, who was also a biologist, with whom he kept correspondence by mail 
for many years, came to pick him up. They took the shuttle USAF plane and wound up at Wright-Patterson AFB. Of 
course, the French professor was very surprised to wind up inside a military compound; but, he began his work, having 
all the necessary equipment made available to him and rallied round by three assistants who knew their job well. 


In his first test, he found a ridiculously low histonic weight, much lower than human cells, which looked impossible to 
him. It had to be one thing or the other; either he was wrong with his experiments, or genetic theories about histons had 
to be entirely revised. Logically, he chose the first hypothesis and decided to do his experiments again. After a while he 
got the same results and asked to be allowed to look at the organism from which the cells came. His request was of the ut- 
most importance; if not, he would have to go over again all the studies he had run for years. Was it a particular virus? 
Whatever the case, the soundest theories were to be revised and the most important genetic works were challenged... 
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To his surprise he was taken into a special room where he could leisurely study the corpses of two humanoids, They were 
very tall (2.30 meter or so, or 7 feet, 3 inches—the height of an American basketball player), and bore hideous mutila- 
tions on their bodies, as if they had been the victims of a road accident! The heads of these two creatures were intact. The 
forehead high and broad. Very long blond hair. The eyes were stretched towards the temples which gave them an Asiatic 
look. The nose and the mouth were small. The lips were thin, perfectly delineated. The chin was small and slightly 
pointed. The two faces were beardless. Despite slight differences in their facial appearances, the two humanoids looked 
like twins. 


Other facts, as well, puzzled him. The corpses had stayed in formalin, nevertheless, they remained perfectly white. They 
did not have keratin granules which allow the human being to get a tan on summer days. He was also allowed to study 
the other aspects of the two beings’ physiology and to note that their lymphatic system was dominating and virtually had 
taken the place of their blood system. The eyes of these creatures, of a very light blue shade did not look different from 
ours. The hands, although slender, were very human-like. On the other end, their toes were very small and their feet ab- 


solutely flat. 


In the course of this appraisal, his American colleague drew his attention to some details which had gone unnoticed. Then 
he explained that the humanoids were of extraterrestrial origin. Though he was appalled to have seen two beings belong- 
ing to another world, the French professor was more relieved to note that his genetic theories were not challenged and his 
twenty years of research did not end in failure. 


Before leaving Wright-Patterson, two members of the American security services made him swear to secrecy for ten 
years, and he kept his word. His journey back to France took place without troubles and he quietly carried on his 
research work at his Paris laboratory. 


The department in Wright-Patterson where the two corpses rested at the end of the year 1959, was named FTD (TDETR). 


I have to confess that I have hesitated a long time before publishing this amazing story which, I don’t doubt, will bring 
down all the French scientists’ wrath upon me and particularly from those who work in our official G.E.P.A.N. But I did 
it because I have been granted the scientist's permission, providing I don’t name him. 


On January 14,1982, Dr. Gille answered my request for a Summary of his probes, and his opinion of the 
Fumoux story. His appraisal follows: 


...L met this gentleman, Mr. L. B. Visse. But I had not the opportunity to check everything which would have been of in- 
terest about him (lack of money, time, maybe courage). I just talked to his employer on the phone, Brother Roy, the prin- 
cipal of the denominational schoo! Visse taught at. 1 spoke to a Sister (or Mother) who was also in charge at the same 
school (her name is in my files in Paris). She, too, knew Visse. These two ecclesiastics provided me the precise address of 
Visse: Souitte (the hamlet where his house was), St. Pourcain-Sur-Sioule (a town between Moulins and Clermont- 
Ferrand. 


I remind you that Mr. Visse assured me he was not the man involved in the mortuary of the Fumoux story, in fact that he 
was not ever involved into any aliens’ autopsy affair! (That later wit, in French, let me hoping that he was not so naive, 
after all). 


I have no definite opinion if he was indeed the right man or not; for me it's 50% yes—50%no. Visse had indeed 
knowledge about covert operations. He had the appearance of a country (French) doctor. Shabby clothes, but very much 
at ease with himself. It seemed to me—but it could have been my imagination—that he was accustomed to military ways 
of thinking and behaviour. But all that is merely intuition from my part. As I told you, I have no further hard data. 


More, Prof. Andre Lwoff swore to me that he had never had any knowledge about a Visse as a biologist. In the Fumoux 
story the witness (Visse?) was supposed to be a member of the Lwoff-Monod-Jacob team (1965 Medicine Nobel Prize 
Laureates). I strongly presume that Fumoux used the prestigious references as a device to emphasize, to give weight to his 
story. 


On the other hand, Visse was absolutely unmoved by the Fumoux story when I told him. I mean he didn’t show any sur- 
prise, he was not shocked at all by the odd subject (Lwoff was—a lot!) 


In short, I believe Fumoux knew something about alien/retrieval affairs. But what he knew was certainly distorted and, 
worse, we have (my analysis) the proof he further distorted whatever he had as data. (Analysis not published, because of 
length). 


Fumoux, I felt at the time, and my companion felt the same, was a little (or more than a little) afraid of his former 
employers. (A few years ago, he was in the French Air Force; I didn’t verify it, but I am sure, because of the knowledge, 
attitudes, jargon, etc.) That was one thing. But he told us he was approached during the time he was in the service, by of- 
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ficers from the French Intelligence services (S.D.E.C.E. 7) Air Military Intelligence. He told us, that he didn’t want to 
work for them. So, he had to eventually leave the service. What I was able to check was that he still had ties with these In- 
telligence people. 


What makes the testimony of Fumoux really important is that he delivered it to me before your bombshell at the MUFON 
Symposium in Dayton, Ohio. He had no way to be aware of your work. Situation Red, The UFO Siege was already 
available in French when I met Fumoux, but he had not read it. He had read almost no books on Ufology. More, stories 
of alien occupant retrievals were totally discredited among the ufological community prior to your disclosures at the 
Dayton Symposium of July 29, 1978. The latest data available to the average ufologist were derogatory comments about 
the book of Frank Scully (out of print, in French, since the fifties). 


In conclusion, if, unfortunately, the Fumoux story is just a set of lies, I think it was scheduled and monitored by other 
people than Fumoux, In this case, we would have to unmask the “other people”. 


1 am ashamed of this long passage about Fumoux, but it’s a little difficult for me to convey in a letter the different and 
subtle assessments I have, because of his key testimony. 


1 am in favor of us telling this story as we know it; with the names (Fumoux, Visse, Gille). It’s the only data we go on. 
Without them, it’s just another flying saucer story, good enough to be told to grandchildren before a fire. 


Again, I emphasize the difficulties of communication between you and me. Such things (the Fumoux story) should be ex- 
amined by both of us directly, without the handicap of mail of phone communications. 


My employers in France (the C.N.R.S.—National Agency for Scientific Research) respect me for that, even if they don’t 
appreciate my involvement in Ufology. 


P.S. About the French UFO crash, Fumoux, at the time I met him (June, 1978) told me another “unbelievable” story: a 
UFO supposedly crashed in 1975 (7) at Roissy (Charles DeGaulle Airport ,about 10 miles north of Paris). 1 heard (this) 
from another source than Fumoux—(broadcasted) about this incident. It’s by no way a proof of its genuineness. I think 
that the French are pretty eager to not lag behind the United States, even in this matter of UFO Crash/Retrievals! It could 
be true. It’s like for Visse—I would bet 50% —50%. 


COMMENT: During my correspondence with Dr. Gille, I was led to believe by an “inside” source that the 
“basketball player size” alien entity had been in a mortuary of a medical center in Chicago. Attempts, cir- 
cuitously, to get verification failed as expected. At this time of writing the case rests on square one. Dr. Gille 
reminds me, however, there’s a 50-50 chance that Prof. Visse or Fumoux, or both, know the truth, and may 
be playing masquerade. Late word from Dr. Gille, datelined April 16, 1982, Marseilles, France, relates: “I 
was able to verify that the Fumoux story about the tall humanoids was told independently to Jean Sider by a 
young French researcher, Thierry Pinvidic, who assured me he had read the story during a tour in the United 
States in late 1979. He was unfortunately unable to recall where...Exhibiting an independent source for the 
Fumoux story would be an important step forward.” 

Feel assured, despite our difficulty with communications, Dr. Gille and I will pursue the Visse-Fumoux 
affair to greater depths. 


CASE B-9: Considering the seeming scarcity of Crash/Retrieval reports surfacing from Europe, research- 
ers there, like in the U.S., following the Scully affair, had for years avoided probing the issue. Since the 
release of my first two papers and, later, the book, The Roswell Incident by Berlitz and Moore, there is a 
new and strong interest. Among those making serious probes is Michael Heseman of Neues, West Germany. 
His research, in this pivotal country between the geopolitical East and West, has already provided ample 
evidence that two aging “little men” photographs of wide circulation, are bogus, and above that good deed, 
has uncovered some new data of possible significance. 

Concerning one controversial photo which shows a “little man” escorted by two men clothed in trench 
coats, Heseman states in his letter to me, June 27, 1980: “...It was published first in the Cologne newspaper, 
the Kolner Stadtanzeiger, April 1, 1950. In Germany we have a custom of the April Hoax. On April 1st, 
everybody tells lies, even the newspapers.” Thus, as his investigation proves, the photo, as we say, was an 
April Fool's joke. 

In his letter of January 26, 1981, Heseman said his probes found fuel to refute another photo of long-ago 
circulation. This one shows two American GI's escorting a small figure with head piece from which is ex- 
tended a life-support hose to a cannister held by one of the GI's. States Heseman, “This photo made the 
rounds in German books and newspapers together with an article about a UFO crash in the Mojave Desert. 
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The story was given to the press by an anonymous GI and because there was no known author they at- 
tributed it to “R. Logen” (which translates I. Lied) and “R. Funden” (which means F. Ictitious). The 
unknown photographer was “G. Falscht” (translates H. Oaxed). “The location of the photograph, according 
to Heseman, was Wiesbaden, as the large gazebo in the background is an edifice in that city. 


In this same letter, Heseman notes his on-going investigation into the alleged Helgoland crash off the 
German coast which had been cited by Frank Stranges in his book, “Flying Saucerama”. He states the 
following: 


Some researchers speculate that the crash site may have been Helgeland, near Oslo, Norway. Stranges writes about a Dr. 
Larsen Loberg from Oslo who investigated the case of a crashed UFO in 1946. But no man with that name lived in 
Oslo...a woman who visited Helgoland (German) in 1961 told a researcher many people in the island would speak about 
the UFO crash in the North Sea, east of Helgoland. There were many rumors, A business friend of the same researcher 
said that he heard about a UFO falling into the seas. The Administrator of Helgoland however, told him : “No fragments 
from outer space were found on our island.” Note the cleverness of this statement about no fragments on our island. 
Nobody said anything about a UFO crash on Helgoland, only near the island. 


In the following excerpt from his letter of March 20, 1982, Heseman brings a recent development into 
focus: “There are many rumors here in Germany regarding an alleged crashed flying disc in the Russian oc- 
cupied sector of Germany in 1981. One witness, living in Berlin claims to have seen little aliens removed by 
the GDR secret agents. In fact, there was a crash of something at the alleged time, in October, 1981. 
Newspapers wrote about a green bright object seen in the sky. Scientists believe it was a meteor. It wouldn't 
be the first recovered saucer in communist countries.” 


COMMENT: The alleged crash incident in East Germany, October, 1981, brings to mind another report of 
UFO activity over Moscow, October 1981. If there is a tie-in, we will not know for secrecy around UFOs 
abound, whether it is in the Eastern or Western spheres of influence. In England, UFO secrecy is well known. 
In a letter received from Gordon Creighton, of the British Flying Saucer Review, March 14, 1982, he states in 
part; “...Here in Britain, one of our top Defense men, Admiral Lord Hill-Newton, stated flatly on BBC 
television last week that there is a cover-up, and that, when he held Britain's top defense job, he still was 
prevented from knowing anything about UFOs. He said this at 10:15 p.m. on BBC, 2 Television Channel, in 
a programe called, “Out of Court”. 


CASE B-10: Military movie film on the subject of UFOs, classified, Secret (or above), has been allegedly 
witnessed by credible informants. See Cases, A-4 and A-9 in Status Report II, and Case B-7 in this paper. In 
November 1981, a researcher, BR, in Catlettsburg, Kentucky emerged, by letter, to relate that he had read in 
Situation Red, The UFO Seige, a reference to crashed UFOs and offered a new source, a former GI, who 
claimed to have witnessed a military movie on UFOs in 1968. 

I reached BR by phone, and learned that his career in UFO research was dramatic but brief. Not only 
had he talked with the ex-Gl in 1968, but he also claimed to have had information about a possible UFO 
crash in Kentucky a couple years earlier. Whatever he had, he believes, it brought strangers of devious 
behaviour to his home who caused such stress to he and his wife, that he destroyed all of his UFO records 
and got out of research. That was 12 years ago. 

When quiried about the visitors, BR explained that as a part time police officer, he considered resorting 
to house arrest of one visitor who, posing as a magazine salesman, showed more interest in his UFO files, He 
also believes this visitor snatched up an important memo he had on his desk. Two subsequent letters of great 
length from BR explains his unusual visits and are on file. 

With records gone, BR said he could be of little help on the crash report, but he would try to get an up- 
dated statement from the witness of the UFO movie. On November 22, 1981, I received from BR the follow- 
ing letter which is paraphrased for brevity: 


In 1968 I was introduced to (name confidential) who had just been discharged from the U.S. Army. He was a Spec. 5 in 
the 7th Army. Just before discharge, while in Munich, Germany, he was ordered to report to a building on the base where 
others had assembled but not told why. Then an officer in charge explained that they were to see a movie on UFOs. The 
movie, about a half hour in duration, showed shapes of UFOs—top-shape, saucer-shape, etc,—their ability to hover, 
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md manner of sudden disappearance. He could not recall seeing UFO occupants. They were briefed after the 
instructed to be on alert for UFO sightings State-side and report same to the Army...He gave me the impres- 

_ that he did not want to talk to me about it, or to anyone else, and I had to assure him I would not use his name. He 
also said that the narrator of the movie believed that some UFOs had crashed—and with that, my source dried up. 


COMMENT: I believe that BR’s movie source knew more than he said about its content. Under no condi- 
tion would he talk to me, fearing consequences. Also of note is that BR’s concern over one of his visitors 
gave cause to consider getting his police revolver and making a house arrest, a tactic which was employed 
by RT in Case A-5. Who were BR’s visitors? Because of their nondescript appearance and behavior they can 
be dubbed “M.1.B.s”, but from wherever they came—the C.I.A., F.B.I., the K.G.B. or from space, they cer- 
tainly intimidated BR and accomplished their purpose. 


CASE B-11: Much like the alleged enforcement of censorship cited in Case A-4, which prevented the 
distribution of Coronet magazine in 1948 to stifle its story on a crash/retrieval in New Mexico of that year, 
another case reportedly happened during the same year to television. 

George Fawcett, veteran UFO researcher, author, lecturer of Lincolnton, North Carolina gave me the 
name, Leon Crice to call who distinctly remembers station WDEL-N, Wilmington, Delaware, being cut off 
the air when attempting to show a newsreel about a crashed UFO. When I called Crice, in April, 1980, he 
said, “It was about 1948, maybe later, when my wife and I were watching the news on our new TV set, that 
a disc-shaped object was shown stuck, slightly tilted, in a sand dune. It had a dome at the top and no win- 
dows, he added, and he recalls that the narrator said that it crashed on the Mexican border, near the Rio 
Grande. 

As the film rolled, Crice said, it clearly showed soldiers moving around the object, and in the 
background were jeeps, a low boy rig and crane and some Mexicans watching. 

Crice also remembers that when the narrator mentioned bodies being recovered and that the craft had 
been shipped to an air base in California, his voice was cut off, and the TV screen went black. There was no 
station apology, he said, and seconds later the news continued on another subject. 

Going back to another early year, Richard Hall, Editor of MUFON UFO Journal recalls a UFO retrieval 
report on radio. Said Hall, in the Journal (July, 1981) summarizing a talk he presented, May 21, 1981, at the 
Fifth Annual MUFON Conference, North Carolina: 


I personally heard a radio news report about a crashed saucer and occupants, one said to be still alive, about 1952 while 
working in a general store. Being young and naive in those days, I made little effort to document the story beyond listen- 
ing for additional news on following newscasts (which, of course, never came). | could have, and should have, called the 
radio station, talked with wire service persons, checked newspapers in a library, etc. Since I didn't, the story remains on- 
ly an interesting anecdote rather than a documented report. 


CASE B-12: Perhaps the most exotic, if not the most macabre case in my first person report files, was 
received by phone from Mrs. C.K., January 8, 1980, during a local radio interview. The setting is Wright- 
Patterson AFB, July, 1964, in the Children’s Ward of the base hospital. According to Mrs. C. K., her hus- 
band, an Air Force serviceman, stationed at Wright-Patterson, was away on duty when she admitted her 18 
month old son to the hospital for a pediatric examination. While waiting in the lounge, her figiting child sud- 
denly streaked off down the corridor and managed to squeeze through a swinging door into a room marked, 
‘Isolation. Keep Out!” Mrs C. K. went after him, opened the door to behold a sight she will never forget. 

On the bed, without sheets or pillows, was a torso-like hulk of flesh which CK described as looking like 
an uncooked pot roast. Without arms or legs, she said it had a crease down the middle and inserted at each 
end was a tube running from an intravenous apparatus holding a bottle of clear fluid. The windows were 
shut, she said, and there were no chairs and only a dim light coming from a wall. 

“I was horrified,” said Mrs. C. K., who had stood about 6 feet away from the bed as her child tugged to 
get away. Suddenly, she recalled, a nurse bolted into the room and harshly advised them to leave im- 
mediately. Mrs. C. K. noticed when she returned to the lounge there was a flurry of activity in the hallway 
outside the room. But she could not hear what the nurse and another attendant were saying. 
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The next day Mrs.C. K. returned to the Children’s Ward, by appointment, and when she chose to 
apologize again for the “fuss” her child had caused the day before, she was surprised to find the nurse in a 
friendlier mood and even more surprised when she ushered her to the room, now without the “Isolation” 
sign, which unoccupied, had the appearance of being quite normal—with the sheets and pillows on the bed, 
chairs, and the blinds wide open. The nurse however, did not volunteer a comment on the room’s “occu- 
pant” and Mrs. C. K. was too scared to ask. 


COMMENT: While Mrs. CK’s mysterious “whatzit” may provoke only a good laugh, the point here is 
that she, understandably, was shocked by the sight of something seemingly out of place. Her guess was that 
it might have been the limbless body of an alien put there where it would cause the least suspicion. Whatever 
the case, “The Thing” will remain a mystery unless the doctor in charge should someday confess that he and 
cohorts were intravenously feeding Worchestershire sauce to a pot roast for a clandestine feast. 


CASE B-13: When Prof. John Spencer Carr, of Clearwater, Florida, hit the newswires in 1974 with his “lit- 
tle men” story, his was a voice in the wilderness. He stood quite alone, undaunted in a world of 
disbelief —which included, I dare say, ufologists who had not forgotten Scully. (See Item B-12, Status 
Report II.) His disclosure, like Scully's, dealt with the 1948 Aztec, New Mexico crash/retrieval incident. 
Speaking in Palm Beach, Florida, Carr claimed he had strong testimonial backup from five sources, in- 
cluding a nurse and high ranking Air Force officer. He declined to name his sources. 

Since 1974, I have discussed the Aztec event several times with Prof. Carr, always hoping he would 
share a name or two, but he would not budge. 

Surprisingly, on February 6, 1982, Prof, Carr called me requesting a copy of my Status Report II and to 
wish me well in my research. Again, I asked about his sources; this time, on the premise that our ages give us 
little time tolerance in our search for truth. Said Carr in his usual eloquence, “You are one of the annointed 
few in research and you should know the truth. I may not be around very long and I believe now is the time 
to identify my key witness.” 

When Prof. Carr named his source, I sat back dumbfounded. I knew his name well in research, and 
recalled some of his comments on UFOs while he served as an Air Force officer. But Carr was quick to tie a 
string to his disclosure, stating, Please, Len, keep the name to yourself; please spare me any trouble as long 
as I live.” 

Added Prof. Carr: “My key witness participated in the 1948 retrieval and saw the alien bodies on loca- 


” 
. 


tion 


COMMENT: Of course, I must uphold Prof. Carr’s request and, as promised, protect the officer who 
allegedly went to the Aztec retrieval site. Personally, I had never placed much credence in the Aztec case as I 
understood its particulars from Scully to Carr, however, since the private disclosure of the identity of the 
key witness I find that I must, again, re-evaluate the whole affair. It seems that no matter how hard one tries 
to dismiss one event or another, a new affirmative clue always seems to surface. Still another provocative 
disclosure possibly skin to the Aztec case is in the forhawing item, B-14. Also of note is that Prof. Carr's 
disclosure about the Aztec case coincides with the year 1974, when allegedly the U.S. Government was to 
announce that UFOs were extraterrestrial (see Case B-3, in this paper). Was Carr's revelation a trial balloon? 


CASE B-14: The 1948 Aztec, New Mexico case, long disputed, keeps coming back to life as new bits and 
pieces circuitously surface. Among Tommy Blann’s research acquaintances is Ronald West, Dallas, Texas, 
who offered the following comment by letter dated April 15, 1982: 


As you asked in our phone conversation last week, I am relating some incidents pertaining to UFOs given me by a friend _ 
that I consider to be completely reliable and of sound mind. The incidents were related during a private group meeting, 
which was taped and referred to before the writing of this letter. The tape was made February 13, 1976. 


A craft was discovered close to Mt. Francisco in Arizona, the specific date not mentioned; but concluded to precede any 
knowledge or interest on the part of the speaker concerning UFOs, which very well may have been thirty years prior to 
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this gathering. The craft had come to a bad end, apparently crashed, although physically undamaged with the exception 
of a crack in one porthole. An investigation was conducted by military personnel and scientists, among whom was Silas 
Newton, a scientist and very wealthy oil man. Fourteen little bodies were found within the craft and were subsequently 
sent to St. Louis for dissection. (All of which has been previously published.) 


The speaker before our assembled group described a personal relationship between Silas Newton and himself, plus a third 
party who had access to certain records contained within Project Blue Book. Certain of these records revealed data con- 
cerning twenty-seven separate craft that had come to a bad end, presumably crashed at different times and locations 
around the globe. Of those craft that were downed within the United States, names of clergymen and chaplains, who ad- 
ministered burial rites, under requirement of law, were recorded. The burial rites were performed in various centers in the 
United States for “little people”, “normal-sized people” and “big people”. 


COMMENT: West's informant, who claims to know the identities of some of the clergymen involved in 
the administration of burial rites, has held a key position with a well-known industrialist. Questionable in 
the eyes of research is Silas Newton, the wealthy oil mogul, whose role in the case (described by Frank Scul- 
ly) had been subsequently discredited. Of course, my UFO files show others like Newton with sensitive in- 
formation who have emerged to tell the truth, have also been discredited. 


ADDENDUM: Also of interest in respect to the Aztec case is information sent to me by letter May 4, 1982, 
from Richard W. Heiden, MUFON, Milwaukee, Wisconsin. With extensive correspondence with research- 
ers in Spanish-speaking countries, his letter from Antonio Ribera of Barcelona, Spain, states: 


In Mexico in 1970, my friend, publisher Guillermo Mendizabal Fizalde, told me that he attended a gathering where Licen- 
ciado (a title given to someone holding a Master's Degree—RWH), Miguel Aleman, who had been president of Mexico, 
was present. The subject of conversation was flying saucers and Miguel Aleman was listening in silence. One of those pre- 
sent asked him what his opinion of the subject was, and then Aleman said that when he was President, General 
Eisenhower—at that time president of the United States—visited Mexico, and president-to-president, told him that he 
once visited an air base in the Southwest United States, where they showed him a flying disc and the cadavers of several 
of its crew members. This information seems very interesting to me, as it confirms everything that Stringfield has un- 


COMMENT: As Prof. Robert S. Carr and others have related, President Eisenhower was called to the 
Muroc airbase (later Edwards AFB) in 1948 to see firsthand the captive craft from Aztec, and it was on his 
command that the secrecy lid was clamped on UFOs and rigidly enforced. In 1979, Carr gave me a luridly 
detailed account of the Eisenhower visit to the air base according to one of his firsthand witnesses. Heiden 
commenting on the Ribera story, points out that Aleman left the presidency of Mexico on December 1, 1952, 
one and a half months before Ike became President of the United States. “Maybe,” states Heiden, “the 
meeting was really president-to-ex-president.” 


CASE B-15: What seemed to be a case of great potential, including the emergence of photographs of a 
“saucer” in military custody, became less so with the passing of time. Following a series of alleged in- 
terferences, my sources, fearing even greater consequences, backed off into oblivion. 

My source, AF, acting as intermediary for his brother, Pete, a former marine who surreptitiously snap- 
ped the photographs, first called me from Kingston, New York early in December 1981. According to AF, 
his brother who resided “somewhere” in Florida, would soon visit Kingston and, together if necessary, they 
would be willing to fly to Cincinnati to see me in person with photographs and other back-up material. Of 
prime interest were six photographs, said AF, two of which were taken by Pete with help from a buddy, TO, 
of a saucer-like craft in a hangar at a Naval Air base in Yuma, Arizona in 1967. Pete, he added, who got into 
trouble over the photos, went AWOL and fled to Mexico, but was safe now “out of reach of the authorities” 
aboard a shrimp boat. 

Keeping his brother in low profile, AF decided in the interim to send me copies of the two photos by 
mail. But they never arrived, nor did the second set which he mailed December 27,1981. 
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On January 12, 1982, AF was ‘reached by phone by a trusted colleague to check on the photographs he 
promised to send. AF not only expressed concern for the postal irregularities, but revealed that his home had 
been rifled “with certain pieces of information removed concerning matters discussed with Len”. He went on 
to relate, quoting from my colleague's notes, “I'm becoming paranoid and so is my brother. Pete's here in 
New York with me. We don’t know why we're being persecuted but we are...Maybe I shouldn’t have talked 
with Len, but I did and we're being harassed...Tell Len that I will not send anymore information by phone, 
telegram or mail. Tell him we're out purchasing tickets for cross country —just lay back, we'll be in contact”. 

Commented my colleague, “Throughout this conversation, his voice had a decided agitated edge to it, 
as if he really was experiencing distress of some sort...” 

AF was unreachable by phone during the remainder of January and his two sets of photos that he said 
he mailed in December never arrived. At one point I had suggested that he try registered mail; he agreed, 
suggested I call back by February 20 to allow ample time. But the date went by. Nothing. 

On February 23, luckily, I reached him by phone. AF was obviously disturbed, his voice breaking as he 
said, “I've got bad news, Len. Pete and my Dad are here and we came to a decision.” Taking a deep breath, 
he continued, “We decided to drop the whole matter. Frankly we're scared. Pete’s been approached by an 
agency and wants to avoid attention.” 

Then, after a long pause, he asked, “Did you get my registered letters?” When I replied that’ had not, 
his voice dropped in disbelief. “I sent you two registered letters,” he said. “That makes four letters I sent 
you. I can’t believe it.” 

Of course, I asked him to send me his half of the stubs bearing my name and address so that I could 
follow-up on tracing the letters from this end, but he confessed to mislaying them. Feeling a mixture of 
chagrin and puzzlement, I switched my subject to inquire about the “agency” who caught up with Pete. 

AF's response was quick, “They got to him through my father who works at a veterans hospital in 
Florida. The agent told Dad he was with the IRS, but that was just a front to reach Pete.” When I asked him 
to be more specific, he declined to answer. Something had happened to scare the’F” family, something not 
being told over the phone. AF’s last words were that he would make one more attempt to send me the two 
photos. “Give me a month”, he said, “I think I have a sure way.” 


COMMENT: The letter he was to send a “sure way” never arrived. The AF case, if not a ploy, bears 
semblance in some respects to Case A-5 in this paper. If such conspiracies are real, then it suggests that the 
perpetrators will resort to any means to ferret out—or snuff out—the informant with vital UFO informa- 
tion. 


THE INTERMINABLE CASES 


Behind the assortment of intermediary reports are all kinds of people. Some in all sincerity, claim to 
know a potential source but fail in their effort to get results for reasons beyond their control. Of this kind, 
one may have an “Uncle” in-the-know, but when approached, “Uncle” won't talk. Or, it may be, simply, 
that their source had second thoughts. Some others, when their source encounters interference, soon get 
bogged down themselves in a chilling drama of high intrigue. They range from phone threats, a visit by a 
stranger, or, when their information sent by mail, never arrives. Then, of course, there are a few in- 
termediaries that are borderline themselves. 

The interminable case, for whatever reason, surfaces too often in my work, especially since the release 
of my Status Report II. For the record, following are examples of reports of all kinds reaching me that belong 
to history: 


ITEM A: Mrs. B of Cincinnati, claimed friendship through church affairs with Mr. D., an engineer whose 
work frequently took him to Wright-Patterson for his expertise. According to Mrs. B, her friend had “work- 
ed on the alien craft” at the base, so I tried to arrange an interview. In the beginning it was a likely prospect, 
but after more than a dozen phone calls over a span of time, Mr. D was never available and during that 
period never attended church. Finally, she said, he got married and had no time to discuss the subject. 


ITEM B: SB, employed in a responsible position at P&G, Cincinnati, watched my interview on crashed 
UFOs on WCPO-TV, February, 1980. Interested, he called and visited my home, relating that he recalled in-. 
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formation told to him by his father, ‘an officer in the Air Force, before his death in 1969. According to SB, 
his father had worked on the alien craft at Wright-Patterson in 1952 and knew about retrieval operations, 
but the details were vague. Hopefully, he said, his uncle, who also worked at Wright-Patterson with high 
security clearance, and who shared information with his father, might be willing to talk. Also, he said, his 
mother should remember some details. He assured me that he would make arrangements, but after several 
follow-up calls, nothing developed. His uncle, he said, could not be reached, and his mother, preferred to be 
respectfully silent. 


ITEM C: Researcher Carl McMillan, during the MUFON Symposium in Houston, 1980, gave me the name 
of G. d’A, a French-born American citizen whose uncle, a R & D physicist working at the Pentagon knew 
about crashed UFOs and occupants. When I called Gee, I was told to present my credentials by letter and 
that it would be “forwarded for consideration” to his uncle in Washington, D. C. According to Gee, his un- 
cle worked on a non-metal section of an alien craft, and, he did see the deceased occupants which he describ- 
ed as being similar to those in my monographs. Later, when I called, he said my letter, and enclosed 
monograph, of June 27, 1980, had been forwarded as promised, but he got no reply. Several weeks later I 
tried to reach Gee by phone and learned from the landlady of his apartment that he had returned to France. 


ITEM D: Diane is a member of the Cleveland Ufology Project. When I spoke for that group in September, 
1980, she related privately that she knew a source, DM, a police officer, who seemed willing to talk about a 
“saucer” he witnessed at a military base in Texas. His branch of service and the year of his observation were 
at that time, unknown to Diane. On Diane's request, I sent her my letter of credentials, offered anonymous 
protection and listed questions, hopefully, he would answer. She delivered my letter personally. He never 
replied, nor did he attend any later CUP meetings. Said Diane, her source had second thoughts about securi- 
ty matters. 


ITEME: Dr. X, a medical doctor, works at Wright-Patterson. Richard Hoffman, researcher in Dayton, ex- 
plained the doctor's interest in my C/R research, which he had learned as a third party during a phone con- 
versation with the program director in the studio of a TV station in Dayton. Visiting me in Cincinnati, Oc- 
tober, 1980, to discuss the prospects of doing a show on UFO Crash/Retrievals, both Hoffman and the sta- 
tion director suggested I call Dr. X. After several tries, I finally reached him at his home in the Fall of 1981. 
To my surprise, the doctor said he never heard of me, and professed no knowledge or interest in the subject. 
When I later told Hoffman about the doctor's reaction, he said, “I can’t believe it!” 


ITEM F: Danny Perkins, UFO and radionics researcher, Las Vegas, Nevada, gave me a source name, Mr. 
E, an engineer in California who, allegedly, had worked on the alien craft in the military. As good friends and 
reciprocal in business practices, Mr. E had told Perkins about some of the details of the craft. When I called 
Mr. E, however, he was surprised by my call and said that Perkins must have meant his brother in another 
California city. When I called to speak to the other Mr. E, he replied that I had the wrong brother. In fact, 
neither Mr. E could recall any past relationship with Perkins. Perkins, when told this, was totally flab- 
bergasted. 


ITEMG: When Dick Hall and ] were preparing to leave with Tom Deuley in his van from the MUFON Sym- 
posium in Houston, June, 1980, Norma Lindblad, RN, asked for a ride to Texarkana, her home. As soon as 
we got underway, the subject of alien craft and the recovered bodies was brought up and to our surprise, 
she said she had a close friend, Evelyn McCormack, who had known a source in the Air Force who had 
seen both. 

In short time, Norma was in touch with Evelyn who, in turn, sent me a letter recalling her talk with the 
source she knew as Hank. According to Evelyn, she met Hank, a radar specialist assigned to the local base 
in Texarkana, at a NCO club. One evening she asked him if he ever had seen a UFO. To her surprise, he 
said that he had seen one close-up, not in Texarkana, but while in service at another airbase, which he did 
not name. At this base, said Evelyn, he claimed that he had seen one under heavy guard that had been 
retrieved—and also the bodies. She said Hank described them as 3-%2 to 4-%% feet tall with large round 
heads and wearing metallic suits. Evelyn said she lost track of her friend, but knew that he lived in Pratt, Kan- 
sas. Norma and I tried to trace him but were unsuccessful. 


112 


ITEM H: Barbara Schutte, researcher, Wever, lowa, is acquainted with a family, a member of which 
(name on file), as a professional photographer with a studio in Chicago, was assigned in 1974 to take pic- 
tures of live aliens recovered from a crashlanded craft somewhere in Texas. When Barbara first reached him 
by phone at his studio she said he was friendly, until she asked about the retrieval in Texas. He abruptly 
hung up, she said. She called again later, on my request and to assure him of anonymity. His phone had 
been disconnected. Later, she learned from the photographer's mother that to her surprise, her son had mov- 
ed to Texas, address unknown. 


ITEM I: LH holds a responsible position at a Bell Laboratories complex, and is keenly aware of the sen- 
sitivity of certain aspects of the UFO situation. Some of this he learned from his source, a former NASA 
employee who, in a technical capacity, had access to highly classified information concerning a craft 
retrieval operation (1950) and later technical material, including a head-band transceiver worn by some 
members of alien crews. Because of some “impropriety” at NASA, said LH, his source was dismissed as a 
security risk, and suspects that he has been under surveillance ever since. LH also learned that another per- 
son in the same capacity at NASA, and involved in the same impropriety, had long ago mysteriously disap- 
peared. Since 1978, I have made several attempts through LH to meet his source. Finally, in July 1981, I 
made my last try, but as before, I was refused on grounds of fear of reprisals. 


ITEM J: Warren Nicholson, Columbus, Ohio, informed me in August, 1980, that he knew a source in 
Highland County, Ohio, who claimed he had possession of photographs showing alien cadavers. His 
source, who had served in the Air Force at Wright-Patterson from 1943 to 1956 was difficult to track down. 
At first, said Nicholson, he seemed cool to seeing me but he warmed up and was willing to show me photos 
of classified German military hardware of World War II vintage—but he held out on the cadaver photos. 
Later, Nicholson said, he tried to arrange a meeting for me with his source, but was unsuccessful. When I 
talked with Nicholson October 16, 1981, he said that he had reached his sourte again. He had just returned 
from a one year absence in Florida. When he brought up the cadaver photos, he said, to his shock, his source 
became hostile. “A complete turnaround,” said Nicholson, “He refused to even discuss the photos.” 


ITEM K: Ina quiet, inobtrusive way, the subject of UFO crash/retrievals surfaced in the early days of 
research. Such is a letter sent to NICAP from a qualified source, ZO, September 22, 1959. The letter sent to 
me from the files of Richard Hall is quoted in part as follows: 


...I've promised my source that no publicity of any sort will be given his statement. He stated that if questioned he would 
have to deny its authenticity to protect himself and his sources. | would take the same course. 


My source was present at a family gathering (1953-54). His informant was an AF Major, later Colonel, who was related 
to my source by marriage. The Major was a specialist in investigating aircraft crashes. The Major had not been at the 
scene of the reported crash (of a UFO) but accepted that it occurred because of what he heard at Wright-Patterson. He 
was convinced of the reality of UFOs and had read a Top Secret Report on the subject. As a matter of fact, he was in tran- 
sit from one base to another and was carrying the report with him. 


ZO tells another story in his 1959 letter, as follows: 


My source is a recent hire at Rocketdyne where I also work...In 1952, he attended a meeting on celestial navigation at 
another aircraft company...One Air Force officer spoke up who had been investigating UFO reports, specializing in cases 
where hardware was reported, usually hoaxes... The officer, an inspector, had been at the scene of the crash soon after the 
UFO had been discovered. He stated that the ship was badly damaged, giving evidence of having struck the earth at high 
speed, straight down—no skipping. He obtained for study a metal part broken from the ship by the crash. He said it was 
impervious to diamond saws and to torches... The officer confirmed that a small body had been found, badly burned. He 
stated that it was removed from the scene in a suit case... 


ITEM L: Clark McClelland, Pittsburgh, veteran researcher, formerly with NICAP, and in the employ of 
NASA during the Apollo program, received in response to a lecture at the University of Hawaii in April, 
1982, the following brief letter from Cora K. of Honolulu: 
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After hearing you talk about UFOs on the Don Lamond, KSSK Radio Show, I was reminded of something that happened 
in Germany in 1966 or 1967. At that time, I worked as a telephone operator for the American Army in Stuttgart. One day 
there was great excitement because all the General’s phone lines were lit up and the supervisors had to sit on the switch- 
board and help us connect some of the calls. The reason for the excitement was a chase going on between two American 
Air Force jets and a UFO. After some time, word came over the phone that the UFO had been brought down near Man- 
nheim. I’watched the papers and listened to the radio, but I never heard this instance mentioned again. We were not 
allowed to discuss anything that happened in the telephone exchange as it was a secured area, and to mention something 
of this nature would mean losing our security clearance and job. 


McClelland later learned from Cora, by phone, that she was assigned to Robinson Barracks on the Stut- 
tgart Army base, and checking with the Pentagon, that she served in Headquarters, 7th Corps. Cora could 
not provide any further leads, or, was fearful to do so. 


COMMENT: There are many other interminable cases on file; less dramatic perhaps, which cumulatively 
suggest that many people involved in crash/retrieval operations, even indirectly, are fearful to talk, or as 
Shakespeare might have reminded them, “Mend your speech a little, lest it may mar your fortunes.” 


SUPERSECRETS, ET CETERA 


Official documents or letters that show up mysteriously in the hands of researchers revealing matters of 
obvious security are always suspect. Probably most have been dreamed up by hoaxers or are the product of 
disinformers to muddy the waters. 

One, a letter, using C.I.A. stationery was sent to a researcher to trick him into embarrassment, but it 
eventually backfired on the perpetrator as his purpose and identity became known. See Case A-6, Status 
Report II. 

Another letter, reaching several researchers and forwarded to me from the APRO office in January, 
1981, reported a landed UFO on or near Kirkland AFB, New Mexico, July 16, 1980. The observer, Craig 
Weitzel, according to the unidentified informant, photographed the UFO and witnessed one of its oc- 
cupants, dressed in a metallic suit get out and quickly return to the craft. The informant, who claimed to be 
a career airman, also claimed he knew about a crashed UFO stored in the Manzano Storage area located on 
the base, which was under heavy guard. The source also stated, “I have reason to believe OSI is conducting 
a very secret investigation into UFO sightings...1 was told this by my commander, Colonel Purvine...He 
also told me that Kirkland AFB, AFOSI District 17, has a special detachment that investigates sightings 
around this area. They also investigate the cattle mutilations in New Mexico.” 


COMMENT: The unidentified airman, however, who names his confidants, Weitzel and Purvine, and not 
himself, is highly suspect. I later learned that Colonel Purvine had been checked out and there is no record 
that he exists. 


Another loaded letter making the rounds, using the University of Chicago stationery, was allegedly sent 
to a former researcher, Todd Zeckel, from a professor (name withheld). The letter, May 5, 1979, follows: 


I do not know the source of your information but after having assigned several graduate students to spend considerable 
time researching the University archives, I find that you are correct in your information about some very strange 
humanoid bodies being examined here in 1948 and again in 1952. 


The professors you named indeed did participate in the autopsies and studies but unfortunately, all three are deceased so 
we can obtain no further information from them. All results of the studies were apparently classified and removed from 
the university by government agents for whom the studies were performed. 

The only people my graduate students could locate that were even remotely connected with the studies said that they 
only remembered talk of four-foot-tall, sexless bodies thought to have been the product of Nazi cloning and genetic ex- 
periments and recovered from the ruins of German laboratories. 


The enclosed list of names and addresses will give you all the leads we could develop in case you want to follow up on 
them. 
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I gave the suspect letter to Dr. Peter Rank for professional follow-up. The professor, whose signature 
was identical in both letters, replied as follows: 


The information that you have received is incorrect. As far as | know the basis for it is a letter under my name describing 
such a strange phenomenon. However, the letter is a forgery, the body of the letter apparently having been inserted over 
a genuine letter and then xeroxed. | am somewhat concerned about this matter and would appreciate knowing where 
your information came from. 


And of course, there is the sensational Project Grudge Report #13, “Top Secret”, that was allegedly 
published but never distributed and was subsequently destroyed. According to the memo circulated among 
researchers in early 1981, the report consisted of 624 pages, typed, offset press reproduced on white paper 
with gray cover. Allegedly, it covered U.S. Government Offical UFO Procedures and all Top Secret UFO 
activity from 1942 through 1951. In it were all the UFO mysteries, including information concerning 
photographs of UFO crashes, deceased aliens, three live ones, cattle mutilations, and a human mutilation. 
Also listed were some anatomical details of the alien including information that his language was similar to 
Sanskrit, etc. 


COMMENT: Noted is reference to Sanskrit; which, incidentally, was mentioned in Case A-1, Status 
Report II. The report has been refuted by every researcher who took the time to read it. 


Still another report which came to me by phone in February, 1982, is the so-called, Los Alamos Treaty, 
dated March 7, 1977, supposedly smuggled through Canada. Its purpose is vague, but the names listed 
therein, suggest high level involvement. Signing in the absence of the President of the United States were 
General Fitzpatrick and Admiral Ross. Among the signers were Dr. John Oliver, Professor Herman Bernard, 
Dr. Hopkins, Lazarus Path. Below the document read: “Code 3 x 301, 3 x 302; Passuant F.A.I.C.; Classifica- 
tion Twilight; Code Name, Plotean Cyclops; Craft: Sterling I”. 


COMMENT: When the purpose of the document was questioned, one of my “insiders” stated that it was 
probably nonsense. And, if it were legitimate, we may ask, what did it have to do with UFOs in the first 
place? 


Government printed letterheads of all kinds have been used in UFO research to serve nefarious pur- 
poses. Government memoranda letterheads are such a vehicle and are variously entitled, “Office Memoran- 
dum—United States Government” and “United States Government Memorandum.” 

One example of “Office Memorandum—United States Goverment” is an alleged letter sent to the Direc- 
tor of the FBI from a Guy Hottel, SAC, Washington, D.C.; Subject: Flying Saucers, Information concern- 
ing; dated March 22, 1950.” The letter, supposedly declassified and cleared by the F.O.1.A. and, well cir- 
culated in research as bona fide, reads as follows: 

The following information was furnished to SA (entire section of this paragraph censored). 


An investigator for the Air Force stated that three so-called flying saucers had been recovered in New Mexico. They were 
described as being circular in shape with raised centers, approximately 30 feet in diameter. Each one was occupied by 
three bodies of human shape but only 3 feet tall, dressed in metallic cloth of very fine nature. Each body was bandaged in 
a manner similar to the blackout suits used by speed pilots and test pilots. 


According to Mr. (censored) informant, the saucers were found in New Mexico due to the fact that the Government has a 
very high-powered radar set-up in that area and it is believed the radar interfers with the controlling mechanism of the 
saucers, 


No further evaluation was attempted by SA (censored) concerning the above. 


COMMENT: In one instance, when this memo was photocopied and published in, UFO...Contact From 
Reticulum, by Stevens and Herrmann, my name, for some unaccountable reason, appeared in script at the 
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bottom of the page. Although probably an innocent annotation without conspiratorial ties, it prompted one 
querulous buff to believe that I had been somehow implicated with the FBI in such secret matters. 


Still unresolved is another document alluded to in my articles appearing in the MUFON UFO Journal, 
December 1980 and September 1981. Using a modified masthead, viz., “United States Government 
Memorandum”, a copy of this document dated July 22, 1978 has been in my possession since the Spring of 
1980, but I have withheld disclosure. According to its source, the memorandum was intended for me to use 
as evidence, if needed, to support photographs he sent to me for public release and to back up his claim of a 
frame-up by authorities when they learned that he possessed photographs and other sensitive information 
about crashed UFOs, the preserved alien corpses and other Top Secret projects. Allegedly, directed to a 
judge in the United States District Court, the memorandum is herewith published for the first time, ex- 
cluding names and places, as follows: 


The essential role that must be taken is one where the defendant must be made to be viewed as an offender without 
identification to the UFO problem. Only as a last resort can the Defense Attorney evoke Section III, 210a as it relates to 
civilian involvement under Espionage Laws, J8 US Code 793, 794: briefly, the unauthorized transmission of the contents 
of TOP SECRET reports. This certainly will alarm too many people and open a Pandora's Box of headaches for all In- 
telligence agencies that are presently involved. Such a last resort must have prior approval if the present proceedings end 
in failure. 

This man has access to and holds materials from TOP SECRET files of numerous agencies, and the security breakdowns 
have made him dangerous and powerful. We have been unable to this time, to trace effectively how the information was 
obtained. This is an agency process we hope to rectify in short matter. He is known to possess vitally sensitive materials 
and photographic evidence of ; 

{1] Military maneuvers in the Atlantic Test Area and information classified TP SECRET (“O” missing in original 

photostat copy—Ed Note). 


{2] Photographic evidence of deceased aliens held presently by certain TOP SECRET Programs of the United 
States. 


[3] Damaging information rea TOP SECRET project and a particular scientest’s (misspelled—Ed Note) involvement 
in a thirty year old Goverment war time project, which, I must add, must be kept confidential at all costs. 


{4] Photographic evidence from numerous Intelligence files of landed and crashed U.F.O.’s, secret meetings and 
other highly sensitive materials that must not be in the public forum. 


[5] | Knowledge of experimental projects presently TOP SECRET in nature and secured under J8 US 793,794. 


It is essential that corrective measures be taken seriously to eliminate this threat posed by this information for at least a 
six month [6] period. This will allow establishment of security ground rules that can effectively deal with your defendant. 


The defendant must be labeled so that whatever he pronounces can be handled. He must be silenced in one way or 
another, This matter requires serious decision and should be handled at your level in order not to manifest an interna- 
tional incident that this Agency might find difficult or impossible to handle. All credibility of the defendant should be 
effectively eliminated. As a “common” criminal offender and with a taste of what we are able to do, he may quickly 
understand where the final power of pronouncement sits. 


COMMENT: At first glance the allegedly secret memorandum, tucked away in my file like a time bomb, 
appears to have the “official correctness” about it. But, I was suspicious from the day I got it from my 
source, the defendant. Taking a long, hard look at the lurid charges on sensitive issues made against him 
caused me to wonder about the loose methods employed by the authority in this case. Questioned is the 
necessity for such an open directive, which, if scandalously exposed, would not only compromise UFO 
secrecy but the integrity of the federal court system. It seems that the word-of-mouth method of com- 
munication, in such highly sensitive matters, would have been sufficient. Because of these doubts, mainly, I 
thought it would be unwise to use the memo either in support of my C/R research or, in defense of the con- 
troversial photographs he sent me. In a sense, whether bonafide or bogus, the memo was a veritable “barrel 
of eels” that would not serve in my interest. 

When Richard Hall visited my home in March 1982, I discussed the memo with him, asked that he 
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check into a couple of its touchy items and to give to me his opinion. By letter, dated May 29, he said he 
found the federal judge’s name in Who's Who, 1982, offered ideas for further investigation, and made the 
following comment: 


I am skeptical that the memo is authentic for several reasons. Obviously a hoaxster could come up with the name of a real 
federal judge. But the memo content is what bothers me most. To suggest to a Federal Judge that he 
“punish. ..discredit...squelch” a defendant would be a severe insult, unless they had him in their pocket or he were 
dishonest, given the rules of our court system. Also, if they were trying to persuade the judge that high-level classified in- 
formation had been compromised, it seems unlikely to me that they would parade out a laundry list of that information 
in a memo that would stay in files. I could imagine them saying it was highly classified information with sweeping im- 
plications for the world, or even alluding to evidence of extra-terrestrial life, but I would think they would be much more 
guarded and indirect, only hinting at specifics. 


Unlike many documents of questionable merit, others with secret classification, which, for example, I 
have seen privately in the possession of researcher William Moore at the MUFON Symposium in Toronto, 
Canada, July, 1982, and another I had received in 1980, released by the Canadian government, stand out as 
bona fide. The Canadian document, a memorandum, downgraded from Top Secret classification, which 
emphasizes U.S. official concern, was based on an evaluation report, November 21, 1950, by Wilbert B. 
Smith, head of Canada’s Project Magnet. Following is an excerpt from the report, Subject, 
“Geo-Magnetics”: 


We believe that we are on the track of something which may well prove to be the introduction to a new technology. The 
existence of a different technology is borne out by the investigations which are being carried on at the present time in rela- 
tion to flying saucers. 


While in Washington attending the NARB Conference, two books were released, one titled Behind the Flying Saucer by 
Frank Scully, and the other The Flying Saucers are Real by Donald Keyhoe. Both books dealt mostly with the sightings of 
unidentified objects and both books claim that flying objects were of extra-terrestrial origin and might well be space ships 
from another planet. Scully claimed that the preliminary studies of one saucer which fell into the hands of the United 
States Government indicated that they operated on some hitherto unknown magnetic principles. It appeared to me that 
our own work in geo-magnetics might well be the linkage between our technology and the technology by which the 
saucers are designed and operated. If it is assumed that our geo-magnetic investigations are in the right direction, the 
theory of operation of the saucers becomes quite straightforward, with all observed features explained qualitatively. 


I made discreet inquiries through the Canadian Embassy staff in Washington who were able to obtain for me the follow- 
ing information: 


a. The matter is the most highly classified subject in the United States Government, rating higher even than the 
H-bomb. 


b. Flying saucers exist. 


c. Their modus operandi is unknown but concentrated effort is being made by a small group headed by Doctor 
Vannevar Bush. 


d. The entire matter is considered by the United States authorities to be of tremendous significance. 


While attending the Toronto Conference, I was also privileged to have lunch with Mrs. Wilbert Smith, 
wife of the late eminent researcher and Arthur Bray, author of The UFO Connection (Jupiter Publishing, Ot- 
tawa, 1979), who was familiar with Smith’s work. Both Mrs. Smith and Bray assured me of the memoran- 
dum’s official status. Of note, Bray, in his letter to me July 3, 1980, shares the following: 


I have read your Status Report II, and with particular reference to item B-12 (Frank Scully), I thought you would be in- 
terested in the following. 


The noted Canadian Ufologist, Wilbert B. Smith, conducted an interview with a top American scientist involved in the 
UFO business in the early days, who confirmed to Smith that the facts in Scully’s book were “substantially correct”. I 
have Smith's personal notes recording this interview on September 15, 1950. The interview was conducted through the 
Canadian Embassy in Washington. I reported this information on page 59 of my recent book, The UFO Connection. The 
name of the American scientist was Dr. Robert I. Sarbacher, who was Director of Research, National Science 
Laboratories, Inc. 


This greatly strengthens Scully's claims and certainly lends support to the “contrived exposure” theory. 
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Also of note, Bray in his book relates that Smith was provided, for research purposes, a fragment 
allegedly obtained from an alien craft which had been shot off by USAF interceptors near Washington, 
D.C., July, 1952. 


THE OMNIPRESENT I.1.I. 


Always present in my work is the I.I.1., or less cryptically, the “Invisible Inside Informant”. New ones 
surface from time to time as old ones fade away. Sometimes on my wish, like a storybook genie, they res- 
pond with supposedly “inside” UFO information ostensibly to help my cause in research. Usually, known by 
only a first name or as in one case, just as’Uncle”, their backgrounds, as UFO savants, vary. Some allegedly 
serve, or have served, in the Intelligence community, one is a medical doctor, and some are too shifty to be 
pinned down. The I.I.1. are always polite, are not always readibly reachable and are evasive when I ask for a 
one-to-one meeting. As to their motives I can only guess. Maybe some are just tired of secrecy and genuinely 
want to help, but others I can see as plants who are a part of a plan to either spoon feed information as a test 
of public reaction, or to set up a disinformative trap. And, of course, in the far end of the spectrum is the 
KGB who is interested in the progress of a duplication of a saucer-like craft by the U.S. military. 

Surprisingly, the general track record of the I.I.1. is good. Information related is often corroborative 
and sometimes scarily right on target, and sometimes even their advisement seems sincerely helpful. For in- 
stance the last word I had from Robert Barry's C.I.A. source was to stay out of the “photo fight” (in 
references to the alien cadaver photos). ‘“They’re all fakes”, he said. Previously, this source, intimated that 
the U.S., through NASA, had cooperated with Russia on the evaluation of a movie film showing UFOs in 
flight near their Salyut 6 space station. He also had informed me that 80% of the material in my paper (1978) 
was correct and predicted that I would face threats while delivering that paper in Dayton, Ohio. 

Amore recent “Insider”, known as “Uncle” who spoke through an intermediary, said that I was on the 
right track in my research, but cautioned that many reports I had received were disinformation. He also said 
that I would never be able to prove my C/R case without the “hard stuff” which I would never get. Other 
notable points, follow: 


1. Possessing a photo of a maimed alien cadaver, he admitted that his knowledge of its biological 
structure made him turn to atheism. 

2. He believed that UFOs were not of a benign nature; that he knew of one case in Texas where peo- 
ple had been mutilated in like manner as the classical cattle cases. 

3. That the Kecksburg case (Item B-1 in Status Report II) involved a crashed spy plane, not a UFO. 
He also averred that the Ft. Riley incident (Case A-8 in Status Report II), and that the crash in 
Johannesburg, South Africa were true. I note here that my C.I.A. informant also had confirmed 
the Ft. Riley and Johannesburg cases (See case A-6, Status Report II). 

4. He also said that AF interceptors fired on a UFO over Washington, D.C. in 1952, and believed 
that the reported UFO crash in Spitzbergen was a result of damage during that engagement. 


Several sources, gravitating into my realm of research, have related firsthand knowledge of genetic ex- 
periments supposedly in league with UFO phenomena. One source in 1978 offered proof of a cyborg ex- 
periment—xrays, medical records, etc. I received, by mail, some military medical records but the promised 
xrays, protectively wrapped, never arrived by mail nor were they delivered in person as he had arranged. 
On this same tack, another source claimed he had been used in a genetic experiment which tied in with the 
aliens, then in recent correspondence from his confidante, I was told he was visited by a strange appearing 
female who shared her great wisdom about UFOs and space, which nearly scared him out of research. Still 
another person who knew about a hospital “out west” which was involved in genetic experiments, made 
urgent plans to meet me and never followed up. 

Other Insiders, of a less dramatic posture, have told me of hidden UFO secrets underground in Col- 
orado; of saucer-like craft that are “ours” flying experimentally at Nellis AFB and at a secret base in New 
Mexico; of underwater UFO bases; of decipherable communications with aliens, ad infinitum. 

Many things have been said about UFOs by the Collective 1.1.1. which are beyond the scope of this 
paper. If any of the points they have stressed are true, then the UFO is serious business and perhaps, accord- 
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ing to official rationale, a good reason for silence. The medical or the journalistic model will not help in deal- 
ing with the I.1.I. They are covert, and most, I believe, are legitimate insiders. Again, I don’t know their 
respective motives and probably never will. 


POSTSCRIPT ON TWO KEY CASES 


Most case histories cited in my two previous Status Reports remain essentially unchanged as most 
sources are no longer accessible for questioning. In two key cases, however, new data have surfaced as 
follows: 


1) Kingman, Arizona, 1953, first investigated and reported by researcher and author Ray Fowler. See 
pages 178-185 in Situation Red, The UFO Siege, Doubleday, 1977, and Abstract 6, in Retrievals of the Third 
Kind. On August 11, 1980, I wrote to Fowler seeking permission to question his source, Fritz Werner 
(pseadonym) concerning his experience in the Kingman, Arizona, retrieval operation. My questions and 
Werner's answers, dated September 2, 1980, follow: 


Q: Details of observed facial features of the deceased entity, such as ear lobes, nose, mouth, eyes, neck, head size and 
shape, etc. A: Since it’s been 27 years, details like this are pretty foggy and I may even be influenced by other descrip- 
tions I've seen or heard in the interim. In short, I don’t really remember any earlobes; eyes, I didn’t see; head shape was 
oval; don’t recall that there was a nose, per se. 


Q: Other body features such as arm length, hands, fingers, shoulders (square or rounded) uniform, feet, etc. A: Body 
very slender. Overall, quiet small. Arms disproportionately long by human standards. 


Q: Was protective clothing worn by investigators on scene of crash? Any explanation why such protective clothing 
would not be standard procedure during exposure to alleged alien craft and bodies? A: No protective clothing. We 
were “scanned” for radiation, however. Negative. No explanation why no protective clothing. 


Q: Were you and others checked medically following exposure to craft and bodies? A: Yes. No apparent bad ef- 
fects. 


Q: Were special guards assigned to guard tent where the alien body was held? A: Yes. 


Q: Wasan attendant medic in tent with the recovered body? It seems that such a precious “cargo” would be under cons- 
tant scrutiny. Any dry ice on the premises? A: Don’t know. There were others in the tent. 


Q: Any official cameramen on the scene? A: Didn't see a photographer, but I'd be greatly surprised if there was 


none. 


Q: Any visits, since original disclosures, by authorities to remind you of your secrecy oath? A: Only once. About a 
month after the incident and that by phone. 


Q: Any knowledge or rumors of cause of the crashed craft? A: No. 


Q: A former C.I.A. employee related to me through Robert Barry that parts of your disclosure were “embellished” or 
“just story”. He did not explain what parts. Can you clarify or describe any “gray areas” in my published report in my 
paper, Retrievals of The Third Kind? A: Didn't read the referenced article. 


PS: Don’t wish to talk to anyone just yet. Think there is “something going on” however, particularly in nature. I believe 
in the next 5-10 years, “nature” is going to unleash a series of phenomena (re’s Mt. St. Helen's) which, in some cases, will 
be disastrous. Have feeling that UFOs, psychic phenomena and these “nature” occurrences are connected, 
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2) The Lumberton, Ohio case, Spring 1977, alleged skirmish between U.S. military forces and landed (or 
disabled) alien craft. See Case B-13 in Status Report II. 

The so-called Lumberton incident is vague, elusive, sensitive. One Cincinnati investigator (name 
withheld on request), intrigued by the report, decided to sleuth for more information on his own. He said 
that he managed to talk to the Sheriff in the suspect area, who promptly claimed that he had been ill and off 
duty during Spring of 1977 and there was nothing in his records about a UFO encounter. 

A more recent investigation into the case by the intermediary of “Uncle” (see Omnipresent 1.1.1. in this 
report) brought more positive results. According to his version, he made an arrangement with a police of- 
ficer of influence who claimed to be in a position to check the records. By March 21, 1982, my intermediary 
reported that his friend learned enough from his “contacts” to confirm the incident and, pinpoint the scene 
of action as being closer to Wilmington than Lumberton and that there were casualties. Regarding the latter, 
he was vague, claiming it was law enforcement personnel, not military. 

After the confrontation, the officer learned, the craft lifted off and disappeared. Said my intermediary 
from Beavercreek, Ohio: “He (the officer) knows a lot about the case and I think he’s willing to talk about it, 
but he has to be careful.” 

I pressed for an early meeting, guaranteed anonymity, and waited for my middleman to name the time 
and place. 

On April 5, 1982, I got my call. As expected, my intermediary somberly announced that his sleuthing 
police officer had a bad UFO experience and won't talk. “He's been scared out of his wits”, he said, “In 
March a UFO attacked his patrol car, burned the roof...(thus) threatened (he contemplated) to pack up and 
leave his home, his job, everything.” 

“Now I've heard everything,” I said, feeling almost unimpassioned by the turn of events. Later, | 
thought of the Sheriff who claimed illness during the Wilmington episode, and I wondered about the story 
given me by the prying police officer and if he really had his UFO experience that he claimed, or if he was 
frightened off by another kind of interloper. 

On May 27, 1982, as I finished writing this Status Report, I called my intermediary for the latest on the 
newly named Wilmington case. “It did happen,” he emphasized, “and there were injuries to law enforcement 
personnel, but the military came into the affair later, after the incident.” 

Wher he said he had not heard from his police officer friend in recent weeks, I tossed in the notion that 
he (officer) probably got his “hands spanked” by a superior and that he made up his UFO encounter as an ex- 
cuse to bow out. My informant agreed. 


THE HYPOTHETICAL ALIEN 


My medical informants, on staff of a major hospital, who in 1979, provided extraordinary information 
for Status Report II (See Case A-7 of that paper) have since late 1980, been silenced, One a pathologist, who 
allegedly performed an autopsy on an alien body, related that he could no longer collaborate on the subject. 
His last message, however, reiterated through his colleague, concerned a hypothesis which postulated that 
early man, possibly Cro-Magnon or before, had been genetically altered, or hybridized, with an alien of 
superior intelligence to form homo sapiens. According to his rationale, atrophied human-like organs such as 
evidenced in the alien's genitals, suggest Earth-related evolutionary ties that are beyond coincidence. 

In essence, according to the pathologist, primeval Earth had become an experimental test tube for a new 
race whose development required periodic watching. Provocatively, the hypothesis which was presented at 
a secret high-level medical conference (with Russian attendance), does answer a lot of basic questions about 
the UFO, i.e., their cyclic visitation, some biblical events, the lack of open communication, the lack of overt 
hostility, and a plausible explanation for abductions of random subjects for what seems to be physical ex- 
aminations. Also, it would explain the prolonged high level international secrecy. If world governments 
have medical and other back-up evidence to support the hypothesis then the posture of silence takes on new 
meaning. Perhaps they assume that Man’s concept of himself in his world would be shattered. 


In the absence of firm evidence needed to convince research that the homo sapiens is a hybrid, there is 


no shortage of speculative information about early extraterrestrial visitation. Their possible exploits and in- 
fluence abound in Biblical times and in the cultures of the Maya, Inca and Aztec. China, too, has its story of 
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a mysterious anthropological find. This one, of evolutionary significance, allegedly goes back 12,000 years 
to an “ugly” offshoot race. Researcher Clark McClelland, spending time in his Pittsburgh library pieced 
together the Chinese Connection from various Russian papers including a 1963 issue of the magazine, 
Sputnik. His notes, follow: 


In 1937-1938 a Chinese archaeologist, Chi Pu Tei, made what has been called an extraordinary discovery according to 
Professor Alexander Kazantsev, and Professor Vyatcheslav Zaitsev, of the Soviet Union. 


During the expedition into the isolated Payenk Ara Shaan (mountains) in China, archaeologist Chi Pu Tei and a group of 
students entered several caves of great antiquity and discovered over 700 disc-shaped stone tablets consisting of double- 
grooved lines. They looked similar to present-day phonograph records, even having a hole in the center, but of a less- 
refined quality and much larger in size. They were later found to contain a strange style of spiral writing that does not 
otherwise exist in China or anywhere in the world. 


Another unique discovery is that in the remote area (where) these ancient records were discovered (according to a report 
by Soviet scientist Zaitsev) live two tribes, the Khams and Dropas who are pygmy-like people with larger than usual 
heads and are difficult ethnically Y% classify. They are different from Chinese, Tibetans and Mongols. 


In the caves where the disc tablets were found, small ancient graves were also discovered aligned in neat rows. The 
unusual skeletons in these graves were all humanoid of small proportioned creatures with large skulls. Their average 
height was 5 feet. Also, according to Chi Pu Tei, on some cave walls were found painted astronomical formations of the 
sun, moon and star groupings and many small open dots shown converging on earth and in a direction that leads to a 
mountain region. Perhaps these dots indicate the route of alien craft. Present information indicates the skeletons and 
paints are at least 12,000 years old. 


“In 1962 Tsum Um Nui, professor at the Peking Academy of Prehistoric Research, announced that he had deciphered 
some of the grooved symbols that he discovered on several discs that had been brought back from the earlier expedition 
by Chi Pu Tei. Associating this with local legend, he released the following account which was eventually published in a 
German journal, Das Vegetarische Universe. 


His story states: About twelve thousand years ago a group of living things which were very ugly (this statement is from 
local legend and a literal interpretation) landed their craft (on earth). They were hunted by the local people and hid in 
caves. Later the local inhabitants returned with gifts making efforts to be peaceful. But, when some of them (the 
creatures) emerged from the caves they were immediately killed because of their ugliness. 


Other Chinese legends tell of little yellow creatures that came down from the stars. They had big heads and small bodies 
and were so ugly that local inhabitants attacked them. 


According to Dr Zaitzev a couple of these stone discs were secretly sent to Moscow and several scientists were assigned to 
study the discs and elaborate on their composition. They found the discs are 0,8 meters in diameter and 2.0 centimeters 
thick (approximately 31-4 inches in diameter by 7/8 inches thick). Each disc has double grooved indentations on which 
are engraved tiny symbols, When tested each disc was found to be granite with a high content of cobalt and aluminum 
and a highly resonant frequency indicating they may all be carrying an electrical charge. Since granite is largely compos- 
ed of silicates and cobalt in metal with properties of magnetism and corrosion-free, these stone discs could practically last 
forever. 


These embedded alloys of silicon, cobalt and aluminum which are found as part of the spiral grooves could very possibly 
form an electronic recording capability similar to that used in present-day magnetic recording machines. Let us consider 
this theory. Perhaps these strange discs carry two messages, one written in symbols on the grooves and perhaps sounds or 
information recorded within the electrical charges. If true, it could be in the language of its original creators—the frail 
creatures with large heads in myth and legend. 


While our hypothetical alien lies on his alleged cold slab somewhere in secret custody, we are left only 
to guess about other key parts of his physiological structure such as the brain, the reproductive organs or 
what the Thing ingests for sustenance. When my prime medical source went silent there was an 18-month 
gap before a new medically informed insider of the I.1.I.-type emerged. He not only hastened to confirm the 
general data related by my medical source, but added that the alien, without a digestive track, thrives by the 
absorption of electrical energy. Curious as to particulars, I tried to get my intermediary to reach his “Uncle” 
for more details, but like others who claim to have served in the Wright-Patterson Inner Sanctum, he never 
resurfaced, 

Pondering all the gaps in the alien's anatomical puzzle, curiously, it is the hand with four fingers, web- 
bing and no opposable thumb, that is described most often by diverse sources. 
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Here, I must go back to my first and second papers which include drawings of its conceptive structure 
based on information from several firsthand observers. One of my sources (allegedly C.I.A.), when he 
reviewed my drawing prior to the release of my first paper in Dayton, July, 1978, suggested that I remove a 
nobby protuberance which I had sketched in at the normal thumb joint of the hand, commenting that my 
rendition, otherwise, bore a likeness to the hands he had seen on the two bodies in his 1962 retrieval. See 
drawing in this paper. 


Corroborative information came from Ted Phillips, a specialist in UFO physical trace research for 
CUFOS and MUFON. When Phillips saw my drawing during during a meeting at the United Nations, hosted 
by Prime Minister Gairy of Grenada (with Drs. Hynek, Saunders, Vallee, Pohar of France, and astronaut 
Gordon Cooper) he was, as he put it, “shocked out of my seat,” when he compared its likeness to an alien 
hand appearing in a photograph he had seen from a reliable source. See his statement, page 34,Status Report 
Il. 

When Status Report II was released through MUFON in January, 1980, the influx of information about 
UFO crash/retrievals was nearing its peak. During this period of euphoria, I received a photograph from a 
source showing a close up of a skeletal hand that was strikingly similar to my drawing. In the photo was a 
claw-like appendage with indistinct webbing between each gnarled digit, joined to a thick, swivel-like wrist 
on an arm, sharply bent at the elbow, which joined a bulbous socket at the collar bone and a hulk of an- 
thropoid rib cage. According to my source, the specimen, found in primodial shale, was procured by the Air 
Force in Florida, sent to Wright-Patterson and finally shipped to a university in Pennsylvania where it is 
preserved for “secret study in a grotto lab.” See photo reprints next page. 

If the freak skeleton is not another “Piltdown Man” hoax, the problem is finding its link in pre-history. 
And, if not a hoax, is it a vestige of experimental genetics eons ago to which my medical informant had 
alluded? And, in comment, why should a skeleton of something extinct be kept secret? 

In an attempt to get professional opinion on the skeleton, I took the “hand-rib cage” photograph to Dr. 
Anthony J Perzigian, anthropologist at the University of Cincinnati. His response, by letter, dated 
November 15, 1980, follows: 


Earlier this month at your and Professor Harry Mark's request I examined photographs in your possession. Pictured were 
some unusual kind of creature which gave the appearance of having a simian (or ape) like thoracic anatomy at least in- 
sofar as one could tell from the rib cage. The limbs, however, displayed no particular simian-like features. The upper arm 
was significantly longer than the forearm in proportions one does not see in apes. The carpal or wrist region was quite in- 
distinct; the hands gave the appearance of having fewer than five fingers; the fingers seemed to have claws instead of the 
more common nails one finds among higher primates. 


This organism, if it is just that, is quite peculiar and one that I can not classify as to genus and species. Moreover, | would 
hesitate on the basis of a photo or two to suggest that it is some extra-terrestrial form vis a vis a fabrication. Best of luck 
in your work. 


During the spell when many of my sources went silent, many researchers pledged their moral support; 
others offered professional help. Al Reed, artist in Sunnyvale, California, offered both. On the hope that I 
could get more physiological details from my medical sources, he rendered an elaborate set of illustrations of 
the hand and wrist showing hypothetical bone structure with flesh overlays in color. But, at this point in 
time, my medical informant had dried up and without his expertise the project was aborted. Some of Reed’s 
renderings are shown on page 48. 
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THE ALIEN HAND 


Information about the hand of the alleged alien, as sparse as it is from firsthand witnesses, may provide some biological clues. The 
webbing, for instance, suggests that the creature is amphibian which may further find plausibility in that the epidermis is so often 
described as scaly or repitilian. This brings to mind a creature dubbed “dinosaur man”, imagined by Dr. Dale Russell, Chief of Paleon- 
tology at the National Museum of Natural History in Ottawa, Canada. Before Russell's hypothetical dinosaur made news in 1981, I had 
received from the scientist in July, 1980, two scholarly papers, The Evolution of Intelligence on Earth and Reflections of the 
Dinosaurian World, both of which were useful to me in understanding the biology of early Earth. Of note, during a 1981 interview, 
Russell expounded that UFO aliens from outer space may have descended from a super smart dinosaur like the kind that roamed our 
Earth eons ago. He was also quoted as saying, “It is quite legitimate to assume that on other planets dinosaurs lived on to become 
humanoid beings with the high intelligence necessary for interplanetary travel.” 


Photo reprints showing skeletal remains of a creature unknown to science, found allegedly in shale. According to my source, the 
specimen was sent to a university in Pennsylvania by the Air Force for secret study. Print at Left which I originally received seemed to 
me that it was a clipped-off version of a photo showing more of the remains. When I questioned this and requested more detail I receiv- 
ed the photo at the Right, which shows the clavicle or the collarbone and what appears to be the creature's extended right arm. Curious- 
ly, the head is either missing from the skeletal remains or, for reasons unexplained, | was not permitted to have a full-view photo in my 
possession. 
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Len: 

This bone structure is based on the dimensions of an enlarged drawing 
in report #2 but with fingers spread to compare with drawing of human 
bones. (Also I reversed it to the right hand for same reference as human 
drawing). 


take overlay and place 
it over the area you 
want to look at. 


—Reed 9/6/80 


Upper left (1) is a sketch of the hand I drew for the critical view of a former C.I.A. employee in 1978, who claimed to have seen 
deceased aliens during a recovery in New Mexico, 1962. He advised only that I remove a small protruding nub which I depicted in- 
dicating a vestigial thumb. 

Two renditions by artist Al Reed showing hand structure; hoping for further guidelines by my medical source who allegedly per- 
formed an autopsy on an alien body in early 1950's. Note to the left (2), his textured conception of the hand based on my sketch, and to 
the right (3), its hypothetical bone structure. 
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EPILOGUE: THE CREDENTIALS FACTOR: NARROWING THE GAP 


On this day, June 1, 1982, as I write the Epilogue for this Report, I must retrogress to say that at times 
when new, substantive information emerged, I felt I was on the brink of breakthrough. But, deep inside, | 
knew that to even hint of a breakthrough in this Report, no matter how great the source or the testimony, 
would be too brash of an assumption. Testimony is subject to human interpretive error to say the least and, 
of course, testimony alone is not proof. Rest assured, however, I do have my opinions on the subject of UFO 
Crash/Retrievals and, gut feelings about each of my sources, but to borrow a page from scientific rationale, 
I offer no conclusion. 

Also, no apologies for withholding the names of my sources and some of their support data; my 
grounds for not doing so are ethical, legal and in some instances a matter of national security. Nonetheless, 
just for the hell of it, let us suppose that I did resort to perfidy and named some, or all, of my key sources. 
With the tables turned, I am sure that many in responsible positions, would be left with no alternative but to 
deny their testimony, fearing reprisal and/or invasion of privacy and exploitation by opportunists. And, 
countless others who might come forward never would. 

Without names, I realize that my published works can simply be relegated to hearsay, however, there 
are other ways to present and keep alive a credible case for UFO Crash/Retrievals. One is found in the 
following statement written and signed in my presence by researchers of respectful credentials, which, | 
believe, speaks adequately for my endeavor: 


Dear Len...We want to thank you and Dell for your hospitality during the March 20-21 (1982) weekend, when you 
reviewed with us certain documents, letters, tapes and other information from sources claiming some knowledge of UFO 
crash/retrievals. You also arranged for us to talk with or hear two first-hand claimants and one intermediary. We would 
like to make the following points, which you may quote in full or part: 


(1) We affirm that the information you are receiving is substantial and credible, in that much of it emanates from per- 
sons in responsible positions, usually present or former military officers or enlisted men with Intelligence or Security 
units. 

(2) As you discussed with us, you are aware that any given case could be a hoax or a disinformation ploy by people 
whose interest is to suppress the truth or confuse the issue. However, we agree that it is extremely unlikely all of the infor- 
mation from so many independent sources over so many years could be a hoax. 


(3) As you demonstrated to us, you have investigated within the resources available to you, background information 
about the people and events implicated in the crash/retrieval reports, and your intent in publishing the reports is to help 
prove or disprove them, individually and collectively. 


(4) We ourselves have provided crash/retrieval leads or other information to you and assisted you in checking facts or 
details in some cases. 


(5S) We feel that the work you are doing is vitally important and should continue, and that other researchers should sup- 
port your efforts in every way possible. 


(6) Some researchers who criticize you underestimate the complexity, time-consuming nature and costliness of trying to 
elicit information from reluctant and fearful witnesses, many of whom fear reprisals. These critics show a lack of ap- 
preciation for the sensitive nature of your investigations and the possible consequences for some of the informants. 


(7) Finally, we both respect and commend your firmness in refusing to release witnesses names. This appears to us to be 
the correct, ethical, and humane approach under difficult circumstances, and the one most likely to yield significant in- 


formation. 

Peter Rank, M.D. Richard H. Hall 

Chief of Radiology Former Assistant Director NICAP 1958-1967 
Methodist Hospital Editor, MUFON UFO Journal 
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CHRONOLOGY OF CASES REPORTED IN 
THE UFO CRASH/RETRIEVAL SYNDROME, STATUS REPORT II 


World War Il: England, Crashed craft, Source: military officer. (Case A-1, Comment) 

1947: Near Roswell, New Mexico. Fragments of apparent crashed craft observed by Air Force officer. (Case A-10) 
1948: Crashed craft plus body, reported by newspaper columnist. (Item B-14) 

1948 or 1950: Mexico, near Del Rio, Texas. Air Force officer observed crashed craft and one body. (Item B-7) 
1950: California. Air crewman observed craft in Navy hangar. (Item B-5) 

1952: New Mexico. Former Air Force radar specialist learned of crashed craft and bodies. (Case A-9) 


1952: Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. Military officer, now retired, saw one body. Saw movie film of craft (see Case A-9), UFO files at 
NORAD, Colorado Springs, Colorado (see also Item B-3). (Case A-4) 


1953: Johannesburg, S. Africa, retrieval. (Case A-6) 


1953: Arizona. Military officer saw three bodies, one female, at Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio, learned of crashed craft in Arizona. 
(Case A-1) 


1953: Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. Technician reported presence of 13 bodies, saw written report confirming it. Learned two craft 
were at Langley AFB, Virginia. (Item B-6) 


1953: Desert area. Movie film of crashed craft and three bodies seen by former Air Force officer (see Case A-4), a former Air Force 
radar specialist, a former Army radar specialist, and (about 1956) by a former Air Force officer. (Case A-9) 


1957: Southwest United States. Former Air Force Sergeant learned from General about crashed craft and four bodies, craft shipped 
by rail to Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. (Case A-S) 


1962: New Mexico. Crashed craft, two bodies, head band “communicator” (see Case A-7, Comment). Source: Bob Barry, 
allegedly from CIA contact. (Case A-6) 


1964: Ft. Riley, Kansas, Crashed craft reported by enlisted man on guard duty, confirmed by separate source. (Case A-8) 
1965: Near Kecksburg, Pennsylvania. Crashed craft. Source: Clark McClelland, NASA employee. (Item B-1) 


1966: Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. Nine bodies observed by former Army Intelligence officer, now a businessman. Learned there 
were 30 bodies plus crashed craft. Cited five crashes during 1960's and secret computer files on UFOs (Case A-3) 


1968: Nellis AFB, Nevada. Former Air Force Sergeant described Top Secret report on a UFO landing and encounter with humanoids 
during which Colonel was paralyzed and weapons were “jammed,” learned from Air Force General. (Case A-5) 


1973: Location not stated. Air Policeman observed three bodies. (Case A-2) 

1975: Michigan. Crashed craft. (Item B-4) 

1977: Ohio. Violent encounter reported between UFO humanoids and U.S. Military forces. (Item B-13) 
1978: Argentina. Object crashed in mountains, report of U.S. Air Force retrieval. (Item B-8) 

1979: Pennsylvania. Body retrieved along roadside. Apparent hoax. (Item B-14) 
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UFO RESEARCH BIOGRAPHY: L.H. STRINGFIELD 


10. 


11. 


Author of ion Red, The UFO Seige, presley Doaiotes © Compe, Mer 1077 (ined 
Cover book). Edition, Published by Fawcett, 1978. Paperback Edition, published by 
Spheres Ltd., London, England, 1978. Other foreign hard cover and paperback editions published in 
France, Spain, Italy, Greece, Argentina, Brazil. 


Serve on the Board of Directors for Public Relations for Mutual UFO Network (MUFON), head- 
quarters in Seguin, Texas. This international group, directed by Walter Andrus, is composed of 
technically oriented field investigators, specialists and consultants throughout the world. Also serve as 
Associate Editor of the MUFON UFO Journal, their monthly magazine. 


Associate for Center for UFO Studies (CUFOS). This is a scientific endeavor established to investigate 
and evaluate UFO reports, having cooperation of law enforcement agencies. Investigator for a dozen 
counties in Southwestern Ohio. 


Presented a 63-page paper, Retrievals of the Third Kind, subtitled, A Case Study of Alleged UFOs and 
Occupants in Military Custody, at the ninth annual MUFON Symposium, held in Dayton, Ohio, July 
29, 1978. The paper concerned alleged recovery or storage of crashed alien craft and the recovery 
and/or medical study of deceased alien humanoids. 


Author of monograph, The UFO Crash/Retrieval Syndrome, Status Report Il, published and 
distributed by MUFON, January 1980. 


Formerly, Director of International UFO research group, known as C.R.I.F.O. (Civilian Research, In- 
terplanetary Flying Objects) in 1953-57. Was publisher and editor of a monthly newsletter, ORBIT, 
during this period. C.R.I.F.O. was one of the world’s largest research groups during the mid-1950's. 


Formerly worked in cooperation with the Air Defense Command of U.S.A.F., 1953-57, screening and 
reporting UFO activity. Was assigned a special code number—Fox Trot Kilo 3-0 Blue—to report by 
phone to the Air Defense Command Filter Center in Columbus, Ohio. 


Published book, 1957, entitled, Inside Saucer Post, 3-0 Blue, which reviewed, in part, my work with 
the Air Force. The “3-0 Blue” was part of my code number. 


Served in Public Relations capacity for NICAP (National Investigations Committee on Aerial 
Phenomena) in Washington, D.C., under Director Major Donald E. Keyhoe from 1957 to 1970. 


Assigned as Early Warning Coordinator for Colorado Project under Dr. Condon, 1967-69. This was a 
government sponsored scientific investigative group, headquartered in Boulder, Colorado. Screened 
and reported all UFO activity in Southwestern Ohio for this project. 


Served as president of the Cincinnati UFO Society in the late 1950's, whose members were mainly pro- 
fessional people. 


During World War II, served in Intelligence (S2) and in Counter Intelligence with unit in the Sth Air 
Force in Southwest Pacific Theater for 31 months. First learned of the UFO during this period. During 
a flight near Iwo Jima, enroute to Toyko during the Japanese surrender, the aircraft in which I was fly- 
ing encountered three UFOs. This incident led to my interest in the subject of UFOs in 1950, at which 
time, the “flying saucer” had already commanded world attention. 
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13. Received MUFON Award of year 1981, announced at MUFON Symposium in Boston. 


14. Formerly Director of Public Relations and Marketing Services of DuBois Chemicals, Division of 
Chemed Corporation, headquartered in DuBois Tower, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202. Retired January 
1981 after 31 years of service. 


Leonard H. Stringfield 
4412 Grove Ave. 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45227 
TEL: (513) 271-4248 
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